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uestion was taken on the amendment; and || 
i was adopted—a yes 76, noes 73. i| 


The clause appropriaung $50,000 for the im- 1) 


Hudson river, near Albany, 


vement of 

Ping read, = : 

Mr. C. M. REED moved to amend it by strik- 
ing out “ near,’’ and inserting the words ‘' above || 
and below;”” which was rejected, 

Mr.C. JOHNSON moved to strike out the 1 
ghole clause; which was rejected—ayes 41, noes | 
Bor. KENNEDY, of Maryland, offered an | 
amendment appropriating §2U,000 for clearing 
qutand preserving the harbor of Baltimore; which 
yas rejected—ayes 49, noes 83. 

Mr. K. offered another amendment appropri- | 
sting $10,000 for the same object; which was also | 


re) 





t. STILES offered an amendment to increase | 
theappropriation for removing the obstructions in | 
the enpaah river from $20,000 to $50,000; | 


which was rejected. 

Mr. THOMPSON offered an amendment ap- | 

propriting, $10,000 for removing the bar at the 
f 


mouth of Pass Christian, Louisiana; which was | 
rejected . i] 
Mr. TUCKER offered an amendment for re- || 


moving the obstructions and opening Iberville 
river, State of Louisiana, $10,000; which was 
jected. 
"Mr. LABRANCHE offered an amendment ap- 
propriating $20,000 for the removal of obstruc- 
tions at Bayou Laforche, Louisiana; which was 
rejected. 
‘Me, CRANSTON offered an amendment ap- 
ting $10,000 for surveying and clearing out 
Back tone river, Rhode Island; which was re- 
ted 


oo C. also offered an amendment appropriat- 
ing $10,000 for the harbor of Church’s Cove, 
Rhode Island; which was rejected. 
Mr. SEYMOUR, of New York, offered an | 
amendment providing that all the appropriations 
made by this bill shall be made under the direc- 
tion of the Secretary of War; which amendment 








On motion of Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF, the 
committee rose and reported the bill to the House. 

Mr. THOMPSON rose for the purpose of stat- 
ing a few facts in relation to this bill, It would 
be observed that, of the bills which had been re- 
ported, purporting to be for internal improve- 
ments, one was for improvements in the western 
section of the Union, the other for the improve- 
ments in the eastern section. He had taken the 
trouble to cast up the amounts appropriated by | 
each bill, and he found that there were $668,100 
inthe western bill, and $414,000 in the eastern 
bill. He took the bill without the addition of the | 
amendments on which they were called on to act. | 
Where was this division of the spoils proposed | 
to be distributed? On turning to the two bills he 
found that $962,000 were to be expended in the | 
northern section of the Union, and $120,000 in 
the southern section. 

While in the Committee of the Whole, he pro- 





uested the Clerk to read. 
he Clerk read the memorial of mail contract- 
ors, persons engaged in commerce, and others in- 
terested in the communication between New 
Orleans and Mobile, to show the necessity of 
such an appropriation as that proposed by Mr. 
Tuompson. He also read a letter from the Post- 
master General to Mr. Henperson, of the Uni- 
ted States Senate, in which the bar and the ob- 
structions which Mr. Tompson proposed to 
remove were stated to havé occasioned failures 

of mails, &c. 

Mr. McKAY requested the gentleman from 
lesissippi to yield the floor—tie right to which 
he would not sacrifice when this bill should 
a up—that he might move that the 
resolve itself into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, for the purpose 
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| complying with the request of the gentleman 


| the floor on the bill under consideration. 


| the state of the Union; which was agreed to; and 
|| Mr. Boyp took the chair. 


| up the amendments of the Senate to the bill mak- 


|| made to the House at the commencement of the | 
|| Session, stated that $150,000 would he wanted to 


| 
was agreed to. 
| 


‘recommended such extension, and the doing | 


|| ate’s amendment. 
posed an amendment to appropriate $10,000 for | 

the accomplishment of a work whose value and '' 
necessity were set forth in a petition which he | 


GLOBE. 
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of disposing of the pension bill, which had come || might be had between committees of both Houses 
back from the Senate with various amendments, || on the subject. 

Mr. THOMPSON said he had no objection to aren some remarks from Mr. J. R. INGER- 
orth Carolina, provided he did not lose 1 Mr. OWEN said that he hoped the gentleman 
| from Pennsylvania (Mr. J. R. Ixcersons.} would 
Mr. McKAY thereupon moved to postpone || bring forward the amendment of which he spoke, 


from 


|the further consideration of the bill No. 203, || to alter the law as to the character of proof now 


muking appropriations for the improvement of || required to prove, in cases of revolutionary wid- 
certain harbors and rivers, until to-morrow, and || ows, marriages of an ancient date. Several cases 
stated the necessity of disposing of this bill im- | were known to himself, in which no human being 
mediately, the funds to pay pensioners having | doubted the validity of the marriage; cases in 
been exhausted. | which all the proof had been adduced that was 
The motion was agreed to—ayes 68, noes 63. | required in most of the States to entitle to inher- 
RRVOLUTIDNARY remeron. | Henan, ent Ze, temnes ne resarteof erage 

Mr. McKAY then moved that the House re- , tien ae 


; ; | county at that remote period, the proof was con- 
solve itself into the Committee of the Whole on | sidered insufficient, and the pension refused. In 


| regard to the proposal to cut off pensions, under 
|| certain circumstances, from revolutionary sol- 
| diers, one single consideration would suffice to 
am | decide him against it. He knew not one, but 
ing appropriations for certain revolutionary and || many cases, where persons actually entitled to 
other pensioners; which was agreed to. He then | pensions under the law, had held back, under the 
explained ee aes . the aapneemnetias and ne | influence of an honest and honorable pride, from 
recommendations of the Committee of Ways an | claiming at the hands of Government their legal 
Means in relation to them. ; '| due; had thus held back, so long as they could do 
The Commissioner of Pensions, in a report | without such aid. To curtail their pensions now, 
was to decide that those less scrupulous, who bad 
| wn F 1838 and 1849. | applied for relief at once, should receive it in full; 
| pay arrearages under the acts of 1533 an ~+ | but that those more modest, who refrained, until 
| and $110,000 for the purpose of aa. "he feat | necessity compelled them, from an application to 
| ages under the act of 3d March, 1843. The first | the Pension Office, should, when that hard neces- 
pruners of he Sense propane  aorapit | ety ander the peear, perhaps, of etrome a 
, ; | age—did come upon them; and when, at last, re- 
of Ways and Means recommended another mod- || luctantly they claimed their due, be told that to 
eenen gis “wollen cigs pay oN, | them but a niggard pittance should be measured 
\¢ ' g! y dj 390 000 f the | out; and that, because they did not rush forward 
| ane f $400,000 2 not eats iw $220, se ; € | todemand their pensions at once, they should not 
| Sam of 940U,UUU appropriated to pay particular | receive any back pension at all. A proposal pro- 
| descriptions ? enn This power to nape || ductive of such effects he could not countenance; 
| was proposed to be given in consequence Of an || and he hoped the committee would not counte- 
| agreement of the two Houses to provisoes to the | nance it. m 
bill, by one of which widows would be deprived | ~The amendment was furtherdebated by Messrs. 
| of pensions for the time their husbands received REID, of North Carolica, SEYMOUR, of New 
| pensions; and by the other, pensions would only | York, and others. 
be allowed from the time the application was The question being taken on agreeing to the 
filed. He read a letter from the Commissioner | amendment of the Senate, it was decided in the 
_ of Pensions in explanation, and expressed a hope — affirmative—ayes 95, noes 33. 
| that the amendment suggested by the Committee | ‘The committee then rose and reported the bill 
| of Ways and Means would be adopted. || to the House, and the question recurred on eon- 
| The amendment was agreed to. ‘| curring with the amendments of the committee. 
| ‘The second amendment of the Senate wasnext | The first amendment was concurred in. 
| in order. Ria second amendment was not concurred in, 
| Mr. McKAY said, by the amendment of the || the vote being—ayes 55, noes 78. 
| Senate, the provision of the bill prohibiting the || The amendment of the Senate was then agreed 
| receipt of a pension and of pay for active service | to bya majority of 76 to 58. _ 
| at the same time, was restricted to officers of the | The third amendment, limiting the commence- 
| Army and Navy, whose disability did not reduce | ment of pensions to the filing of the application, 
| them to employment in a lower grade. Believing | was next in order. ' ; 
‘that there was no reason why this restriction | Some debate ensued, in which Mr. C, JOHN- 
| should not be extended to officers in the civil de- | SON, Mr. HOUSTON, Mr. HOLMES, and 
| partments, the Committee of Ways and Means | onan: Soe Ee pen 
r. SAI moved the previous question; 
away with the invidious distinction ef the Sen- and was sustained by the House. 
In relation to the amendment | Mr.C. JOHNSON called for the yeas and nays, 
limiting the pensions to the time of filing the ap- | and they were ordered on the question of agree- 
plication, he said the Committee of Ways and | ing with the Senate’s amendment; and, being 
Means recommended a disagreement, in the ex- | taken, resulted—yeas 102, nays 63. 
| pectation that a committee of conference would | So the amendment was agreed to. 
be appointed, at which some equitable rule could | The House then adjourned. 
| be agreed upon. 
| Mr. DICKEY said it appeared to him that the rs oe ene ees See handed 
|| amendmentof the Senate was the one which ought | “py Mc PHORNIX : The petition at einen of We 
| to be adopted. The amendment proposed by the | York, praying Congress tu make appropriations for the im- 
H Committee of Ways and Means would bring the || provement of the navigation of the Fox and Wiseonsin 
|| bill back to its original form, in substance. i} severe. i 
; i By Mr. DANA: The petition of one hundred and thirty- 
The uestion was taken on the amendment; | oveas inhabitants of Bellona, Yates county, New York, 
| and decided in the affirmative—yeas 63, nays 59. || for a reduction of postage, and the abolition of the frank- 
The question then recurred on the amendment || ing privilege ; which was referred to the Committee on the 


° ; ; i Post Office and Post Roads. 

sche ro ee mgm being taken, was decided in || *"), ur. ROBERTS: The petition of sundry citizens of 
° || township seven. range one east ison count is- 
| The last amendment of the Senate was then || sippi, an wi Congress tor @ grant of land. in thea of the 
| read. 1} operate ootion A ond pomenelns whieh, aa ot pe Ly th 

} . . || which was referred to the Committee on Publi 8. 
Mr. McKAY said the Committee of Ways | By Mr. McCLELLAND: The memorial of the Board of 
and Means had recommended a disagreement tO | {pternai Improvement of the State of Michigan, for the re- 
that amendment, in the hope that a conference | mission of duties on the importation of certain zailzond irom. 


Mr. McKAY moved that the committee take 
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and hundred and twenty others, citizens of Cayuga county, 
New York, praying for the reduction of postage, and the 
abolition of the franking privilege; which was referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. BRODHEAD: A memorial signed by Thomas 
McKeen, David Barnet, and thirty five others, citizens of 
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By Mr. RATHBUN: The petition of Levi J. Hopkins, ——— 


JOSEPH WATSON. 
| Mr. ALLEN remarked that a short time since 
|| the Senator from Tennessee, [Mr. Jannacin,] 
| from the Committee on Claims, made an adverse 








report in the case of Joseph Watson. Subse- 


eastern Peunsylivania, against a repeal or any change of |, quent! » however, to the investigation of the 


the tariff act of 1842. 

By Mr. BOWER: The petition of William Hagopd and 
one hundred and thirty-six others, citizens of Lagrange, in 
the county of Lewis, State of Missouri, praying an appro- 
priation for the improvement of the western waters ; which 
was referred to the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union. : 

By Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana: The memorial and petitions 
of John Hurd, Amos Wilson, William Davis, James 
Combs, and about one hundred and fifty-five others, pray- 
ing a grant of certain lands for the extension of the Wa- 
bash and Erie canal, from Terre Haute to the Ohio river. 

By Mr. McCLERNAND: The petition of David Stiff 
and ninety others, citizens of Gallatin county, Ilinois, pray- 
ing Congress to appropriate a quantuty of refuse lands in 
the Shawneetown and Palestine laud districts, in [linois, 
and in the Vincennes district, in Indiana, for the improve- 
ment of the navigation of the Great Wabash river; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands, 





IN SENATE. 
Fripay, -Ipril 12, 1844. 


Mr. TALLMADGE presented a petition of || 


Albert Williams and Eliza A. Williams, of Os- 
wego county, New York, praying a reduction of 
the rates of postage and the discontinuance of the 
franking privilege; which was ordered to lie on 
the table. 

Also, two memorials of citizens of New York, 
remonstrating against the annexation of ‘Texas to 


the United States; which were referred to the | 


Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Also, thirty-four memorials of citizens of the 
State of New York, praying that no alteration 
may be made in the existing tariff; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. WRIGHT presented a memorial from cit- | 


izens of Oneida county, New York, and a me- 
morial of citizens of Shaftsbury, Vermont, sev- 


erally praying that no alteration may be made in | 
the existing tariff; which were referred to the | 


Committee on Finance. 


Mr. STURGEON presented a memorial of cit- || 
izens of Pennsylvania, praying thatthe companies || 


of horse artillery, in the service of the United 
States, may be restored to the condition in which 
they were previous to the reduction of the Army 
in 1842; which was referred to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

Also, the proceedings of a meeting of citizens 
of Pittsburg, Pennsylvania, in opposition to any 
change of the existing tariff; which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 


Mr. BUCHANAN presented two memorials | 


of citizens of Pennsylvania, praying that no al- 
teration may be made in the existing tariff until 
experience h 

provisions was necessary; which were referred 
to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. CLAYTON presented a petition from the 
citizens of New Castle county, Delaware, praying 
that no alteration may be made in the present 
tariff; which was referred to the Committee on 
Finance. 


MINERAL LAND LAWS. 


The following resolution, introduced by Mr. 
W oopsrince yesterday ,was taken up, and agreed 
to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be directed 
to transmit to the Senate such information as may remain 
in the General Land Office relative to any confliction which 
may have heretofore occurred between existing regula- 
tions of the War Department, concerning mineral lands, 
and the regular and systematic execution of the land laws, 
together with a statement of such further legislation as may 
seem to be indicated by the practical execution of those 
laws and regulations, with a view of prevention of frauds, 
the preservation of the simplicity of the general land sys- 
tem, and to proper protection of the interests of the nation 
in the mineral wealth of the unsold lands. 


Several adverse reports of the standing com- 


mittees, upon private claims, were taken up and 
concurred in by the Senate. 


WILLIAM G. BROWN. 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Claims, 
made an adverse report on the petition of Wil- 
liam G. Brown, of lilinois, praying compensa- 
tion for services as paymaster of the Illinois mi- 
litia; which was ordered to lie on the table and 


be printed. '| to apprehend that such extracts would be partial 


1ad demonstrated that a change of its 


} claim 
| been obtained, on which to predicate a motion to 
'|-recommit the claim to that committee. He there- 
fore made that motion, that there might be a re- 
|| vision of the case. 


The motion was agreed to. 


| ALEXANDER 8S. MACKENZIE. 
1} 


| him on the 22d February last, calling upon the 


> ; : : and hj 
|, Secretary of the Navy to report to the Senate a || associates and friends in regard to it, his _ 


| copy of the proceedings of the court of inquiryin || pal object in addressing the Senate was 
| the case of Alexander Slidell Mackenzie. ‘| as he felt authorized to say, that the 


Mr. TAPPAN and Mr. TALLMADGE made 
some remarks, showing the importance of having 
| a publication of the official proceedings of the 
| court-martial, which had not yet been made. 
| Messrs. PHELPS, CRITTENDEN, and | 
| ARCHER, opposed the adoption of the resolu- 
tion. They did not see that any legislation could 
be based on the proceedings of that court-martial, 
| if they were reported to the Senate. The officer 
alluded to had been legally tried and acquitted; 
| and the republication of the proceedings of the 
| trial would have the effect only of again agitating 
the public mind on the subject, Which had been 
|| long since quieted. 


|| upon this subject with profound regret. He had | 
|| deeply regretted that his honorable friend had felt 
|| it to be his duty to make the call. Mr. W. re- 
| membered, most clearly, the feelings excited in 
| himself; and the feeling he witnessed in others 
| here, by the transactions out of which this call 
‘| proceeds. The officers of that ship had passed 
| through the ordeal established by hie laws of the 





their part, so far as he knew, patientand submis- | 
sive. 

From the inquiry and the trial they had under- 
| gone, he believed one result had been arrived at, 
|| to the conviction and satisfaction of all. That | 
|| result was, that those officers, whatever impres- | 
|| sions might be entertained of the correctness of | 
|| their judgments and the soundness of their con- | 
|| clusions, were innocent of intentional error; that 
| their hearts were free from offense. Upon the | 
|| other side of those transactions he had not per- 

mitted his own mind to form conclusions, and he 
certainly should not permit his tongue to make 
|| an expression. 
|| Mr. Mackenzie, he believed, was a citizen of 
his own State—a constituent of his colleague and 


y that committee, additional evidence had | of the whole case. 


|| On motion of Mr. TAPPAN, the Senate took || plaint; much less of censure. 
| up for consideration the resolution introduced by || here, and oe received informa 


Mr. WRIGHT said he rose to say a word || 


country, for their part in those transactions; and || 
that passage had been quiet and orderly, and on || 













April 12 
and garbled? He feared so. He feare 
make them but such as had partiel canes ; 
that the consequence of this official publicatioam 
these proceedings would be the constant a . 
and unjust annoyance of all these parties with 
out enlightening the public mind upon the truth 
These were the grounds of his re , 
honorable friend had felt eomupelled’ o> te his 
| call, knowing and feeling, as he did, that the m e 
tives of that Senator were pure and Patriotic 
He must not, for a moment, be understood - 
| casting a reflection upon him, or upon an = 
| He spoke under a feeling of regret, not to 


till the call wa, 


: tion, to some ey. 
tent, as to the feelings of Mr. Mackenzie iS 


Pring). 

to say, 

: t did no 
desire resistance against the call, ith the 
| question of principle which the Senate might sup. 
|| pose to be involved in such a call, they claimed 
| no right to interfere; but so far as they might be 


| considered personally interested, they made no 
objection to the publication of all the proceedings 
in any way the Senate might think proper, They 
did not desire that any Senator should oppose jt 
from feelings personal to them. 
Mr. W. said he should not oppose the call 
| He should vote for it. He sincerely doubted its 
utility; but his relation to all these parties, in his 
judgment, forbade that he should make opposi. 
tion to the publication. He had spoken of the 
wishes of Mr. Mackenzie and his friends, made 
known to him, and he was sure that all the other 
parties to whom he had alluded, if the opportu. 
nity had been presented, would have expressed 
the same wishes. He could not then, and he 
should not, resist the call; because, doubting its 
expediency as he did, he could not consent that 
the suspicion should fall upon any of these par. 
| ties of having prompted him to make such resist- 
ance, or upon himself of having made it under a 
wish to suppress the publication on their account. 
The question was then put on the resolution, 
and it was rejected. 


NAVAL DEPOT AT MEMPHIS, 


The bill to establish a navy-yard and a depot 
at or adjacent to the city of Memphis, on the 
Mississippi river, in the State of Tennessee, was 
| read the third time; and the question then being, 

Shail the bill pass? 

Mr. FULTON demanded the yeas and nays, 
which were ordered; and the question being put, 
it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 31, nays 
11; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs Archer, Atchison, Barrow, Bates, Bay- 


ard, Choate, Crittenden, Dayton, Evans, Foster, Francis, 
Fulton, Hannegan, Henderson, Hunungton, Jarnagin, Me- 








|| himself; and, as such, had a right to expect their 
|, watchful attention upon a question of this char- 
| acter. The second officer of that vessel, and the 
‘| companion and adviser of Mr. Mackenzie, was 
also a citizen of the State, and the descendant of | 
,, a family eminent in the revolutionary history of 
| the country. Upon the other side of these trans- | 
|| actions were also constituents of tis honorable | 
| colleague and himself; and constituentsas strongly | 
| demanding their regard to the officers of the ship, | 
or as any other persons whatever. Upon all these | 
| parties, it appeared to him this call, and the pub- | 
lication of these proceedings, could have no other | 
| influence than to awaken recollections of the most 
| painful character, and withoutany practical utility | 
| to the public, or to individuals. He did not un- | 
| derstand it to be proposed that any legislative or | 
| other action should follow the call. Publication | 
| of the proceedings was the whole object, as far | 
/as he understood it. In this aspect of the call, | 
if the whole proceedings could be laid before the | 


| 


| whole public; if they could pass through the || 


| newspaper press, and be laid before every reader, | 
‘he could see that all the parties to these transac- | 
|| tions might naturally and rationally desire the | 
publication. This, he supposed, neither they nor | 
the Senate could expect, as the call would pro- | 
| duce, as such calls always had produced,a volume | 
|| of two, or three, or five hundred pages, which | 
| few would read, and the ee press could | 
|| notcopy. All the public could see, therefore, 

1 would be limited extracts. Was there not ground 





Duffie, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, Morehead, Phelps, Por- 
ter, Sevier, Simmons, Sturgeon, Tallmadge, Upham, 
Walker, White, and Woodbridge—31. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Atherton, Bagby, Breese, Bucl- 


anan, Clayton, Fairfield, Haywood, Pearce, Tappan, and 
Woodbury—1}. 5 


THE TARIFF——-COMPROMISE ACT. 


The Senate resumed the consideration of the 
resolution reported from the Committee on Fi- 
nance, for the indefinite postponement of the bill 
introduced by Mr. McDurrie, for reducing the 
rate of duties under the present tariff to the stand- 

| ard of the compromise act. 
Mr. CHOATE observed that it was not now 
_ his intention, nor had it ever been, to do any- 
| thing so absurd as to engage in the discussion of 
| the general subject, the arguments on which had 
| been heretofore so thoroughly exhausted. The 
| protection of American industry had been so ably 
and tziumphantly vindicated, both in and out of 
Congress, that nothing new was left for him to 
add. Hecou!d not, for himself, consent to touch 
this question of protection as an open question. 
| No doubt, to some extent, and for ‘many objects, 
the question may be said to be open; but it was 
in a limited sense, and confined to matters of 
mere detail. It was open to-day to consider 
whether the duties of 1789 were sufficient for pro- 
| tection, or whether the duties of 1828 were more 
than sufficient; but that the principle of protection 
itself was an open question he denied. He felt 
assured that those who built up thisGovernment 
and its institutions had in their hearts the purpose 
of insuring this very policy of protection to Amer- 
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jean industry’; and those who succeeded them had 
but carried out their principles to suit the altered 
condition of the country, when they established 
resent protective policy. : : 

For his own part, while he admired the ability || 
-enlayed in the debate of this question since its || 
troduction this session, he should consider it 
‘ast as much a work of supererogation to rise |, 
ith authorities for quotation, and books with | 
yes turned down, to defend the policy of pro- 
tection at this day, as to defend magna charta, or 


simmons’s plan the bill was framed; and differ- 
ent gentlemen brought forward specific articles 
for protection, forming amendments. Mr. C. 
here stated that he would spare the Senate the 
reading of innumerable passages from speeches 
on this occasion, so strongly in favor of protec- 
tion that he feared it would be considered he was 
interpolating passages from the speeches made in 
1824 or 1828 by the most zealous advocates of 
protection. Mr.Sherman even went so far as to 
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to extend it, the statesmen of 1816 and 1824 
might be defended for the extension they found 
necessary by the policy of their fathers of 1789. 


|The value of mechanical labor was appreciated 
| by every one who had participated in this debate, 
/no matter of what party. 


In passing a high 
eulogium upon the mechanical arts, and upon ar- 
tisan labor, Mr. C. referred to the works of Adam 


| Smith to show his sense of the advantages result- 


ing from that species of industry, both in a social 


| and national point of view. 





advocate openly and avowedly a prohibitory 
duty on fo tan and his motion was adopted || There was one reason, if no other existed, why 
nem. con. That, then, was as much an act for || his affections should be enlisted in fayor of man- 
mitted yet to be open; and it was, whether a || protection as the act of 1824. But the Senator || ufactures and mechanical labor; and it was, that 
iven or proposed rate of duties leaves adequate || from South Carolina said the duties of that act || in all ages, and in all countries, they had been 

tection to American industry. It was to that || were small. So they were; but the principle of || uniformly found the handmaids of liberty, the 
question he now wished to address himself more || protection was therein established and vindicated. || instruments of civilization, and the forerunners 

ticularly fora few moments. He considered || A choice was at that — and during that dis- || of democratic institutions. He acknowledged 
the Senator from Missouri (Mr. Benton] as ad- || cussion presented to Congress between two bills || that he felt great solicitude to rescue the legis- 
mitting the principle of giving adequate protec- || —one, that of Mr. Madison, for revenue alone— || lators of 1816 and 1824 from the aspersion of 
tion to home manufactures, such as could be given | for bringing the most money and in the speediest || being millionary capitalists and trading poli- 
by duties for revenue, discriminating for both | manner into the ‘Treasury; and the other, that of || ticians, perverting the legislative power for sin- 
purposes. That Senator recommends legislation | Mr. Fitzsimmons, for both protection and reve- 1 ister purposes. He adverted to the peculiar cir- 
to go back to the good old times of the first epoch || nue; and the latter bill was adopted. || cumstances of the country, in 1816, at the term- 
of this Government; but he does not advise the | Mr. McDUFFIE begged the Senator would not | ination of the late war, which had placed it ina 
revival of any particular act since 1789. If, how- || evade the question as to the matter of fact what | condition that called for new developments of 
ever, he understood the Senator from Missouri || were the actual duties on iron and what oncotton | national policy. It was a time whenevery Amer- 
correctly, his principle was to have the ad valorem || in that bill. |, ican citizen felt that there should be a rally of 
duty assessed on the foreign value, and not on|) Mr. CHOATE said that it was impossible to || patriotism for a renewed, a regenerated nation- 


ieht of trial by jury. 
meters was a question which, however, he ad- | 





the value in the market here; the duty not in any || 
case to exceed thirty-three and one third per cent. || 
of that foreign value. How far that was practi- | 


state what rate of ad valorem duty was equivalent || 


to the specific duties of the act, not having the | 


prices current of the day to refer to for calculat- | 


|| Ing them. 


i} 
| 


ality. The patriots of that day felt the stain it 
would be to leave the country subject to such 
humilities and privations as it had just emerged 
from. 


cable, was certainly a question for discussion. Hence arose the present protective sys- 
But, a distiction should, in his judgment, be || Mr. McDUFFIE observed that, as the Sena- || tem. Therefore, it was unkind and unjust to 
dawn between the past age and the present, || tor declined stating what the duties on these arti- || impute to those men who had made this rall 
which it appeared to Ries the Senator from Mis- || cles were, reduced to the ad valorem principle, he || other than the obvious patriotic motives by whic 
souri had overlooked. What was proper a half || would tell him what they actually were. The || they were actuated. They might well defend 
century ago, and for the first twenty-five years of || duty on iron was five per cent.; on cotton goods, || themselves from every assault upon their princi- 
this Government, might not be proper at the pres- || seven anda half per cent.; and woolen goods, five || ples and motives, by a reference to the solicitude 





- Of the debate upon that bill, a many pas- | 


entmoment. For the difference of circumstances, | 
the vast changes in systems of national policy, || 
were to be taken into consideration; and they 
would be found such as to justify, if not to de- || 
mand, a policy differing in many respects from that 
which was suited for a different age and different 
circumstances. All these considerations were to | 
be weighed before the perilous attempt should be 
made of breaking up the particular policy of pro- 
tection which had grown up in this country within 
the last five and twenty years. He asked the 
Senate to look back to the laws of 1789, and in- 
quire what were the views of the framers of these 
laws? what was the system of political economy 
by which they were guided? e averred that, 
whatever may have been the rate of duty by the 
tariff law of 1789, the law itself was expressly 
made for the protection of American industry, 
justas much as the tariff law of 1824. He enu- 
merated many of the articles which, under the 
tariff law of 1789, were subject to specific duties, 
and others subject to ad valorem duties—in sev- 
eral instances exceeding thirty per cent. He 
then gave a history of the origin of the law of 
1789. Mr. Madison proposed to the then Con- 
gress to pass a short bill of ten lines, modeled on 
the short act of 1783 of six lines, which put spe- 
cific duties on two or three articles, and a hori- 
zontal duty of five per cent. on everything else 
imported; Mr. Madison’s proposition being to put 


specific duties on seven or eight articles, and an | 


ad valorem duty on all other imports, witha view 
of obtaining an immediate supply of revenue. 
But Mr. Madison’s proposition was not adopted; 
and‘’a discussion arose, in consequence of other 
propositions varying considerably, in which the 
principle of protection was advocated, vindicated, 
and recorded. Finally, this principle prevailed 
in the bill which was adopted. 

Mr. McDUFFIE inquired if in any of the prop- 
ositidns then under discussion, any imposition of 
duty half as high as the duties conceded by his 
bill was advocated ? 


| fifty percent. H 
those articles which required protection, the du- || 


per cent. 
Mr. CHOATE remarked that, in 1789, there 


iI 


| 


a woolen factory in the United States, calling for | 
protection; but the duties of the act on articles | 


cases, he had no doubt, as high as from thirty to 
He proceeded to show that, on 


ties of the act against similar articles imported 
were protective. He quoted Mr. Dallas’s argu- 
ments on the act of 1816, in,which he says that all 


the acts for revenue, passed since the commence- || 
| ment of the Government, had for their object the || 
| encouragement of home industry by adequate 
| protection. Passing strange would it have been, || 
if the fathers of the Constitution had not main- || 
| tained the doctrine of protection. He referred to 
| an anonymous article written from North Caro- | 


lina, in 1787, to show that the American system 
was then a favorite and prevailing doctrine, well 
understood. 


American Review. All these evidences of the pre- 


| vailing sentiments of the great men of 1789 showed | 


that there was a profound feeling even then, that 


| competing with home industry were, in many | 


of the founders of the Government for the fos- 


| tering protection of domestic manufactures. 
| was notaniron factory, nota cotton factory, nor || 


Here Mr. C. intimated to the Senate that he 
felt exhaused, and hoped, if agreeable to the 
Senate, that the subject would be passed over 
informally. 

Mr. WOODBURY rose to move an adjourn- 
| ment. 

Mr. ARCHER said there were some refer- 
| ences to be made in secret session, which would 


| not occupy more than five minutes’ time. 


| 


| ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


On motion, it was agreed that when the Sen- 
| ate adjourn, it should be to Monday next. 


EXECUTIVE SESSION. 


| The Senate then went into executive session; 
| and after some time spent therein, adjourned. 





\| 


He said he had quoted this from a | 
collection of tracts which he found cited by the | 


} 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Fripay, 4pril 12, 1844. 
The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 


Mr. WELLER moved a suspension of the 
| rules, in order that the House might resolve itself 


without building up the home manufactures of || into the Committee of the Whole on the state of 


young America, her independence would have 
proved but a barren sceptre. 


He referred to the processions which were got | 
up to celebrate the ratification of the Constitution, || 
and particularly to one in Philadelphia, to show | 


| 


| 


| the Union, with a view to the transaction of the 
public business. 


RESOLUTIONS OF MARYLAND. 
Mr. CAUSIN asked the gentleman from Ohio 


that as irrefragible evidence of the sentiments of || to give way for a moment, that he might pre- 


the people in favor of home manufactures might 
be gleaned from the popular feeling evinced on 
that occasion, as from the debates of the period, 


to be found in Mr, Madison’s papers, or the con- || 


gressional records; or even from the strongest 
passages in the volumes of the Federalist. He 
read a detailed account of the pageant in Philadel- 
phia, on the occasion referred to, and commented 


| 
| 


i 
| 


| sent certain resolutions of the Legislature of 


|| Maryland. 


Leave being granted, 

Mr. CAUSIN presented a resolution of the 
| Legislature of the State of Maryland, requesting 
\ the members from said State in the House of 
Representatives of the United States to give their 


| prompt and earnest attention to the bill providin 


upon it, as evineing the spirit of the times, and || for the transfer of the stock held by the Unite 
| showing the force of public opinion in favor of | States in the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Com- 


Mr. CHOATE observed that his position was, || protecting and fostering the manufacturing inter- || pany to the State of Maryland, and to expedite 
that duties were advocated, vindicated, and re- | ests of that time. 


corded for protection, no matter whether the duty | 
v It was the principle of protec- | 1816, the manufacturing interest in the United 
ion that he wanted to show had been then ad- | States had not onl 


' changed its nature; he stated that, so largely had || 


was high or low. 


vanced and maintained. 


He next proceeded to show, that from 1789 to 


multiplied its value, but 


| 


| the passage of said act through the said House 
| by every means in their power; which resolution 
| was committed to the Committee of the Whole 
| on the state of the Union. 
Mr. C., by leave, also presented a resolution of 


Mr. C. then gave a brief history of the discus- | it grown, that it presented a much broader mark || the Legislature of the State of Maryland, request- 


sion on the act of 1789, and enumerated its pro- | for the slings and arrows of foreign competition 


visions. He also entered upon a detailed history | than it did before, and consequently trusted more 


ee the s 


hes of Mr. Madison, Mr. | 








, and Mr. Hardy. On Mr. Fitz- || 


to protection. 
been established with the establishments of the 
Government itself, whenever it became necessary 


The principle of protection having 





ing the Senators and Representatives from said 
| State in the Congress of the United States to use 
their exertions to effect the passage of a law by 
that body making the rescue of any runaway 
slave from the master, or any person authori 
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to apprehend the same, a criminal offense, pun- 





ishable by imprisonment in all cases where the || and Canals, to which was referred the bill from 
party offending shall not beable to remunerate the || the Senate entitled **A bill confirming and assent- 


Injured part 
referred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 


Mr. C., by leave, also presented a resolution of 


in damages; which resolution was || ing to an act of the Legislature of Virginia, en- 


|| utled ‘An act farther to amend the act incorpor- 
1 ating the Chesapeake and Ohio Canal Compa- 


the Legislature of the State of Maryland, request- i ny,’’’ reported the same without amendment. 


ing the Senators and Representatives of the said | 
State in the Congress of the United States touse | 
their best exertions to have the bridges over the 


Ordered, That the said bill be committed to the Cominit- 
tee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 


Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Public 





Eastern Branch of the Potomac river made free; i| Buildings and Grounds, reported the following 


which resolution was referred to the Committee 
for the District of Columbia. 

Mr. WELLER renewed his motion for a sus- 
pension of the rules. 


Mr. PHOENIX asked leave to introduce a bill. | 


Objections were made, and 
granted. 


REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


leave was not 


1 resolution; which was read, and agreed to: 


Whereas, from the great difficulty in ascertaining, even 
|| after a view of the models or dratis now in the possession 
sued, much time and labor, and often heavy expenses, are 
incurred by persons in different sections of the United 
|| States, in pertecting what they conceive to be inventions 
|| origumating with themselves, bat which, to their mortifica 
I] tion, and often great pecuniary loss, they find, upon appli- 
| cation at the Patent Office, to have been already secured 


| 
| 


The order of business, being the reception of | by other persons, thus rendering their long and trequently 


reports from committees, was called for. 


Mr. HENLEY observed that he had business 


to present to the House which had been deferred 
for the last six weeks. 
have an opportunity to get through with the busi- 
ness which was thus accumulating upon his 
hands, or he would know the reason why. 

On the motion to suspend the rules for the pur- 
pose of going into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, the yeas and nays 
were demanded and ordered; and, being taken, 
resulted—yeas 70, nays 81. 

So the rules were not suspended. 

The SPEAKER said that reports from stand- 
ing committees were in order, and commenced 
calling for them. 

The Commitice on Foreign Relations being 
called, 

Mr. KENNEDY, of Maryland, begged leave 
to inquire of the chairman of that committee if 
they were to expect a report this session on the 
memorial of the Colonization Society ? 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL replied that « report 
might be expected 

On motion of Mr. HUNGERFORD, it was 


Ordered, That the Cominittee on Revolutionary Pensions 


be discharged trom the consideration of the petitions of Jane 


Bean, Lydia Baker, Mary Sampson, Gertrude ‘Thomas, | 


Sarah Foster, widow of Joshua Foster,. Lucy Preston, 
Sarah Hammond, widow of John Hammond, deceased, 
Mary Green, Susannah Kimball, Elizabeth Randolph, trena 
Marshall, Naney Richardson, widow of James Richardson, 


He was determined to | 
expenses, amounting annually to about $10,000—which | 


Sarah Scovel, Alanson Bills, Jonathan Chandler, William | 
Kerr, Stephen Hedger, Mott Wilkenson, Samuel Larrabee, | 


John E. Milligan, David Metlen, John M. Roseberry, Wil- 
liam Stubblefield, Randal Smith, and Thomas Howard. 
Ordered, ‘That the said petitions be laid on the table. 


Mr. McILVAINE, from the Committee on 
Revolutionary Pensions, made a report upon thre | 


petition of Arsenath Orvis, widow of?Gersham 
Orvis, accompanied by a bill for her relief; which 
was read a first and second time, and committed 
to a Committee of the Whole House. 

Mr. Mel. also, from the same committee, 
made an adverse report upon the petition of Wil- 
liam Cotton; which was laid on the table. 

Mr. J, BRINKERHOFP, from the Committee 
on Invalid Pensions, reported an amendatory bill 


for the relief of Jonathan Bean; which was com- | 


mitted to a Committee of the Whole House. 
Mr. B. also, from the same committee, made 


a report upon the petition of Robert Monroe, ac- | 
companied by a bill for his relief; which bill was | 


read a first and second time, and committed to a 
Committee of the Whole House. 
On motion of Mr. J. BRINKERHOFF, it was 
Ordered, That the Committee on Invalid Pensions be 
discharged from the further consideration of the petition of 
Margaret Evans, and that it be laid upon the table. 


On motion of Mr. CULLOM, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Lnvalid Pensions be 1] 
Mscharged from the consideration of the petitions of Thom. || 


as Hannigan, Jesse Cline, and Joseph H. Gilman, and that 
the petitions be laid on the table. 

Mr. C., from the same committee, made an ad- 
verse report upon the petitions of Amasa Brown 
and Jacob Colvin; which were laid on the table. 


On motion of Mr. OWEN, it was 


Ordered, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be 
discharged from the consideration of the case of Henry M. 
Shreve, and that it be referred to the Committee on Patents. 


On motion of Mr. OWEN, it was 
Ordered, ‘That tie Committee on Roads and Canals be 
discharged from the consideration of the memorial of Joshua 


W. Kirk, reiative to a guard for steamboats, and that it be 
laid on the table. 


| 
} 
| 
j 
} 


1 


|| expensive labors not only nugatory, but absolutely discour- 

aging jo future attempts to render service to the commu- 
|| nity and reflect honor on our country; and whereas large 
| sums are annuaily paid into the Patent Office, and for pat- 
ents—the investments thereof, after deducting necessary 


|| surplus could be advantageously applied to the benefit of 
|| the numerous class of citizens Whose genius leads them to 
| the discovery of new and useful inventions, and to whose 
benefit it seems reasonable that some portion of the ad- 
vantage received by the public should revert: Therefore, 
Resolved, ‘That the Committee on Patents be, and they 
| are hereby, directed to inquire into the expediency of mak- 
|| ing the necessary appropriation out of the patent fund to 
|| purchase an ample collection of scientific and other neces- 
|| sary books, to provide for the publication and distribution 
|| of the descriptions and drawings of the inventions for which 
| patents have been granted; also what other provisions are 
necessary togive greater efficiency to the office, and a more 
perfect arrangement of the models and drawings within the 





mittee report by bill or otherwise. 


Stephen McCormack; which was laid on the table. 
On motion of Mr. OWEN, it was 


discharged from the consideration of the petitions from cit- 
izens of Ohio and lmois, tor an appropriation fer the con- 
linuation of the national road ; and that they be cominitied 
to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. PRATT presented a letter from Mr. W. 
H. Ward to the Committee on Public Buildings 
and Grounds, in relation to the use of cast iron 


} 
for various parts of the contemplated new build- 


ing for the use of the War and Navy Departments; 
which was laid on the table. 

Mr. P., from the same committee, made a re- 
poft upon the subject of appropriating ground for 
the erection thereon of a national monument, 
accompanied by a joint resolution for land for a 
national monument; which was read a first and 


second tine, and committed to the Committee of 


the Whole on the state of the Union. 

Mr. P., from the same committee, reported a 
bill for an addition to the Patent Office; which 
was read a first and second time, and committed 


to the Committee of the Whole on the state of 


the Union. 

Mr. P., from the same committee, reported a 
joint resolution, appropriating $500 towards de- 
fraying the expense of watering and cleaning 
Pennsylvania avenue, 

Mr. BURKE moved to lay it on the table; but 
subsequently withdrew the motion. 

Mr. SUMMERS objected that this was an ap- 
propriation of money, which could not be done 
in the form of a joint resolution. If the appro- 
priation was to be made, it must be done in the 
form of a law. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, moved to lay the 
| resolution on the table, and called for the yeas 
| and nays. 

The yeasand nays resulted—yeas 81, nays 86. 
So the resolution was not laid on the table. 


| After a conversation between Messrs. ADAMS, 








resolution was recommitted to the Committee on 
| Public Buildings, that its form might be changed 
| to that of a bill, 

| Mr. NES, from the Committee on Invalid Pen- 





read twice, and committed: 


A bill for the relief of Daniel W. Church. 


| ; 
| A bill for the relief of Asa Davies; and 


| Mr. SMITH, of Llinois, from the same com- 


mittee, made adverse reports in the cases of John 
Howard and Darius Hawkins. 


M-. OWEN, from the Committee on Roads 


of the Patent Office, for what inventions patents have is- | 


extent of the fund arising from patents, and that the com- | 


Mr. HARPER, from the Committee on Pat- | 


ents, madean adverse report upon the petition of | 


Ordered, That the Committee on Roads and Canals be | 


HOUSTON, BURKE, PRATT, and others, the | 


sions, reported the following bills, and they were | 


Mr. NORRIS, from the Committee of W,. 
and Means, made an adverse report on the m7 
tion of John Sweeney; and, on his motion ~ 
committee was discharged from the considera; : 
of the memorials of citizens of Maine, Mie 
chusetts, and New Hampshire, in relation to the 
breakwater at Lane Cove. ’ 

On motion of Mr. McKAY, the anny 
mates from the Post Office Department 
were, a few days ago, referred to the C 
on the Post Office and Post Roads, by mistak 

were referred to the Committee of Ways a 
Means. 

Mr. HOLMES, from the Committee on Com. 
merce, reported a bill to authorize the erection of 
light-houses, and for other purposes; which was 
read twice, and committed. 

Mr. PHCENIX, from the same committee, ro. 
ported a bill making provision for warehousins 

| certain merchandise, and for other purposes. 
| which was read twice, and committed, F 
Mr. STEWART, from the Committee for the 
| District of Columbia, reported back Senate jij 
|| incorporating Georgetown College; which, after 
‘| some conversation, was committed to the Com- 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union. 

The SPEAKER announced that the morni; 

hour had expired. 
NAVAL SERVICE. 


On motion of Mr. PARMENTER, the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, (Mr. Winturop in the 
chair,) and proceeded to the consideration of the 
bill (No. 138) making an appropriation of certain 
moneys in the Treasury for the naval service, 

The bill was debated by Messrs. PARMEN. 
| TER, SCHENCK, and C. JOHNSON. 
|| Mr. HOLMES moved that the committee rise, 
and report the bill. 

Mr. JAMESON said he hoped the committee 
would not rise; but that this bill would be laid 
aside, and that the committee would take up the 
bill (No. 119) making appropriations for the pay- 
_ ment of losses sustained by the Missouri volun- 
teers in the Florida war. 

The question was taken on the motion to rise; 
and decided in the affirmative. 

The committee rose, and reported the bill. 

The bill was then, after being ordered to be en- 
| grossed, read the third time, and passed. 
| PRIVATE BILLS. 

Mr. VANCE moved that the House resolve 


itself intoa Committee of the Whole, for the con- 
sideration of 


al esti. 
» Which 
OMMittee 


° 
Wy 





rivate bills. 

‘|| Mr. WELLER moved that the House resolve 

| itself into the Committee of the Whole on the state 
of the Union, for the purpose of taking up the 

|| bill making appropriations for the Army. 

| Mr. DROMGOOLE inquired if the motion to 

|| go into the Committee of the Whole on the state 

| of the Union did not tuke precedence over the mo- 

|| tion to go into a Committee of the Whole? 

The SPEAKER said that it was in order to 

| move to go into the Committee of the Whole on 

| the state of the Union at any time; but the motion 

| made first would take precedence. The next 

| business in order, however, was the considera- 

| tion of private bills. 

' Mr. VANCE then withdrew his motion. 

| Mr. ELMER moved to suspend the rules for 

| the purpose of going into the Committee of the 

| Whole on the state of the Union. 

| Mr. VANCE called for the ee and nays on 

i 

| 


j 


the question; which, being ordered and taken, 
resulted—yeas 78, nays 81. 

The SPEAKER observed that there were sev- 
eral bills on his table on their engrossment, which 
would be taken up; and 

On motion of Mr. HOLMES, the bill for the 
| relief of John Frazer and George A. Trenholm 
| was taken up, the question being on its engross- 
ment. ; 

The bill was then debated by Messrs. SIMONS, 
GRINNELL, BOWLIN, ELMER, HOLMES, 
TUCKER, and GIDDINGS. 

Mr. HALE moved the previous question; and 
it was sustained by the House, 
| Mr. FICKLIN called for the yeas and nays 
| on the question of engrossment; but they were 
| not ordered. 

The SPEAKER put the question on the en- 
|| grossment of the bill; and, nes setts 
‘| —ayes 47, noes 49—being less a quorum. 
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Tellers were called for; and Messrs. Vance and 





TweatTs were appointed; and they reported— 


, noes 46. 
oye il was then read tke third time, and 


f The House next took up on its engrossment 
pill for the relief of Daniel Grant and others, 
woers of the fishing schooner James and Henry. 
The bill was opposed by Mr. C. JOHNSON, 
nd advocated by Messrs. HALE, J. BRINK- 
ERHOFF, DUNLAP, SEVERANCE, and 
WINTHROP. ; 

Afier which, the question being put on order- 
ing it to be engrossed for a third reading, it was 
decided in the affirmative. 

The bill was then read the third time; and on 
the question, ** Shall this bill pass ?’’ 

Mr. C. JOHNSON demanded the yeas and 


mys; Which, being ordered and taken, resulted 


—yeas 78, nays 52. 
the bill was passed. 


The bill for the relief of Levi Eldridge and | 


others, Was next taken up and read. 


Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the reading of the | 


report; which was read. 
The bill was then, after being ordered to be en- 
grossed , read the third time, and passed. 


NARRATIVE OF EXPLORING EXPEDITION. 
The bill extending the privilege of ‘copyright 


tothe authors of the narrative and account of the | 


exploring expedition was taken up. 

Some debate ensued, in which Messrs. HALE, 
HOLMES, MARSH, J. R. INGERSOLL, 
OWEN, ADAMS, DAVIS of Indiana, BURKE, 
WELLER, STEENROD, C. JOHNSON, BAR- 
NARD, SIMONS, McDOWELL,SCHENCK, 
and others, took part. 

On motion of Mr. J. R. INGERSOLL, the 
further consideration of the subject was post- 
poned until Friday next. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. DUNCAN moved that when the House 
adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

The yeas and nays were demanded. 

Mr. DUNCAN withdrew his motion. 

The House then adjourned. 





The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
to the reporters byathe members presenting them : 
By Mr. HENLEY : The papers in the case of Join Hogg, 


an applicant for a pension for revolutionary services, were | 


withdrawn from the files, and referred to the Committee 
on Revolutionary Pensions. 

By Mr. ATKINSON: ‘The petition of Thomas W. Jor. 
dan, of Portsmouth, Virginia, asking for pay for services 
rendered by him in the capacity of purseron board the On 
ware which Was referred to the Committee on Naval 

airs. 

By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of General Thoinas 


Harper, William Sawyer, and eighty-six others, citizens of | 
Lyken’s Valley, Dauphin county, Pennsylvania, provesting 


againstany interference with the tariff of 1842. 


By Mr. C. M. REED: The memorial of Lewis Martin and 
one hundred and ninety-eight others, citizens of Richland, | 


Huron, and Erie counties, Ohio, asking an appropriation 


for repairing and continuing the work on the harbor at Ver- 


nillion, on Lake Erie. 


Also, the memorial of A. C. Swann and sixty five others, 
citizens of Erie county, Peansylvania, without party dis- | 
tinction, approving the tariff of 1842, and remonstrating | 


against Congress making any modification. 


Also, the memorial of Joseph A. Rankin and one hun- 
dred others, citizens of Clarion county, Pennsylvania, of | 
the same import, and remoustrating against the passage of | 


the bill reported by the Committee of Ways and Means. 
Also, the remonstrance of Johu King and thirty eight 
others, citizens of McKean county, Peansylvania, against 
any alteration of the tariff of 1842. 
Also, the nemorial of Lyman Robison and seventy-eight 


others, citizens of Wattsburg, Erie county, of the same in- | 
port 


Also, two petitions, signed hy B. Bartholomew and one 
hundred and forty five others, of Warren county, Peunsyl- | 


vania, praying Congress to establish a mail route on the 
road from Russelbur, 
to establish a post office at Beachwood Four Corners. 

+ the memorial of J. B. Loomas aud seventy one oth- 


ers, citizens of Clarion county, asking a reduction of the | 


rates of postage, and remonstrating against the present 
rates as unjust and oppressive. 
By Mr. 
‘orge Riley, and one hundred and two others, in the 
heighborhood of Franklin and Powhatan, Maryland, earn- 


ieee remonstrating against any charge in the tariff law of 
. 


which is restoring the country to prosperity. 

By Mr. THOMPSON: The petition of John J. Me- 

wughan aud sundry other citizens of Harrison county, 
Mississippi, praying a grant of certain lands in said county, 
in lieu of certain sixteenth sections, which are valueless 
OF otherwise appropriated ; which was referred to the Com- 
Mittee on Public Lands. 

= the petition of William C, Seaman, of Biloxi, Mis- 


pra i nity for the luss of the schooner 
Pewiine, selaed, Sate, and sold, under an alleged 


to Sugar Grove, in said county, and | 


| 
ETHERED: The memorial of John Williams, 
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the Committee on Commerce. 

By Mr. BROWN, of Pennsylvania: The memorial of citi- 
zens of Lancaster county, Pennsylvania, remonstrating 
against any alteration in the existing tariff law of 1842. 

By Mr. DODGE, of lowa: The petition of citizens of 
Des Moines county, praying the establishment of a mail 
route from Burlington via Henry Settle’s and John Salli- 
day’s, in Benton township, to Toolsborough, in Louisa 


the Post Office and Post Roads. 
Also, the petition of citizens of Lee county, earnestly re- 
monstrating against the repeal of the act of March 3, 1843, 


boundary of the half. breed tract, (so called) in the county 
of Lee; which was referred to the Committee on the Judi- 
ciary. 





HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wenpnespary, -‘pril 13, 1844. 
On motion of Mr. HARPER, by leave, it was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of War be requested to com- 
municate to this House an authentic copy of the contract 
for making the sixth mile of the Cumberland road west of 
Zanesvite, Ohio ; together with a copy of the notes of Mr. 
Knight, on which the contract was founded ; and the notes 
of Mr. Carpenter, according to which the contract was 


John Brady; and also the survey of James Boyle and 
Charles Roberts. 


On motion of Mr. SUMMERS, by leave, it 
was 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be, and he is 
hereby, requested to furnish to this House copies of any 
letters or communications which may have been received 
at that Department from Commodore M. C. Perry, com- 
manding the United States naval forces on the western 
coast of Africa, touching the condition of the colonial set- 
tlements on that coast, or in reference to any intercourse or 
negotiations which he may have held with the native 
tribes, 





PAY OF THE ARMY. 


Mr. McKAY moved a suspension of the rules, 
for the purpose of going into the Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, to finish the 
consideration of the Army appropriation bill, 
which, some time since, was laid aside to enable 
the Committee of the Whole to act on the bik from 
the Committee on Retrenchment to regulate the 
pay of the Army. 

Mr. VANCE hoped the House would not 
agree to the motion, and thereby set aside the 
Private Calendar. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE called the gentleman from 
Ohio to order, remarking that the subject was not 
debatable. 





and, being ordered, they resulted—yeas 90, nays 


So the rules were suspended; and the House 
resolved itself into the Committee of the Whole, 
(Mr. Wetter in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the bill making appropriations 
for the pay of the Army. 

Mr. McKAY proposed to amend the bill by 
increasing the item of appropriation for the pay 
proper, in order to make it conform to the bill 
which lately passed the House regulating the pay 
of the Army, and establishing the salary system, 
and dispensing with allowances for subsistence, 
&c. The aggregate appropriation, he said, would 
not be increased, though it was necessary that 
this item should be increased. 





proposing to regulate appropriations according 
to a system proposed in a bill which had not be- 
come a law. 

The amendment was debated by Messrs. BAR- 
NARD, HALE, WHITE, BLACK of South 
Carolina, and J, R. INGERSOL. 

Mr. HOUSTON (in reply to some remarks 
from Mr. Wurre) said he could not understand 
the object of the gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. 
Wuirte.}] He seemed to have great fears of giv- 
ing offense to the Senate; and says that by adopt- 
ing this amendment, we will be guilty of dis- 
|| courtesy to that body. He did not think so; he 
understood that we were the immediate Repre- 
sentatives of the people, and certainly presumed 





sponsible to them, and not to the Senate. His 


course in legislation had been, and ever should | 


| be, independent of the opinions or views of any 
other department of the Government. His guide 
| had been, and ever should be, the interest of the 


people; and when he believed their interest re- | 
quired particular action from him, if it were not | 


in conflict with the Constitution, he would so act, 


county, lowa; which was referred to the Committee on | 


which provides for rerunning and remarking the northern | 


completed ; and copies of the depositions of John Kerr and | 


Mr. RAMSEY called for the yeas and nays; | 


Mr. VANCE observed that the gentleman was | 


to know their interests and desires; we were re- | 


‘| regardless of the opinions of the Senate; and in» 
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forfeiture of her coasting license ; which was referred to | that action, he would not consider himeelf dis- 


|| courteous to that body. The Honse-had passed 

a bill, which was now before the Senate, retrench- 
|| ing the expenditures of the Government; we had, 
|| by that act, declared certain officers to be un- 

necessary and useless; we bad also reduced and 
|| curtailed other expenditures, and it is now for 
|| the Senate, upon its own proper responsibility to 

the country, to pass or reject that bill; the Rep- 
|| resentatives of the people have indicated their 

will, and if the Senate choose to disregard it, let 
them do so. We have done our duty, and I de- 
sire the people to know it. We have proposed a 
| retrenchment—I de not know the precise amount, 
|| though large —and if the Senate refuse to concur 
| with us, let them say so, and let the country de- 


‘| cide between us. Mr. H. said he would not 
|| consent to place himself and this House in the 
ridiculous attitude of passing a bill declaring cer- 
tain officers and salaries useless, and immediately 
upon the heels of that proposed retrenchment, 
pass a bill making appropriations for those very 
officers and salaries. He hoped this House would 
never be guilty of so gross an inconsistency. Let 
us but do our duty, and leave the results to our 
constituents. By them he was willing to be 
| judged. To their decision he would cheerfully 
| submit. He was unwilling, however, to’ ac- 
knowledge such responsibility to the Senate. 

The gentleman from Kentucky [Mr. Ware] 
| says the passage of a bill through this House is 
not even presumptive evidence that it will pass 
the Senate. He thought otherwise, and would 
act accordingly. He presumed the Senate would 
do its duty; and it was its duty to pay great de- 
ference to the action of this House, the immedi- 
ate Representatives of the people, and fresh from 
the bosom of their constituency. If other gentle- 
men are subservient to the other branch of the 
National Legislature, let them be so. He knew 
it was competent for the Senate to reject our re- 
trenchment bill. It was also competent for that 
| body, in that event, to so change this bill as to 
| make it conform to their action on the other. 
They can reject this provision if they choose; 
and if they reject the other bill, he presumed they 
| would add appropriations to this, so as for them 
to conform to each other; and when the Senate 
shall have so acted, and sent the bills back to us, 
| then will be our time for action. When we find 
| that the Senate is determined to defeat the econ- 
omy and saving of the public money we propose, 
then we will be driven to the fatal necessity of 
yielding to their extravagance; until then, he 
would not presume the Senate intended to disre- 
gard the will of the people, and trample their in- 
terests under foot. 

Mr. T. SMITH said he was of the opinion 
that this House ought to wake its action consist- 
ent. When the retrenchment bill was taken up, 
this bill was laid aside, that the House might be 
advised as to what al'erations they were dis- 
posed to make, and make the appropriations to 
correspond with these alterations. They had 
passed that retrenchment, making a reduction of 
about half a million of dollars; but gentlemen 
said that bill was not yet a law, and that this 
| House must await the action of the Senate. So 
far as the House was concerned, that act was a 
| law; and he would not desire to have the Senate 
| left in doubt as to the intention of the House. 
He would not have the sincerity of the House 

uestioned; and it must be, necessarily, if they 
rst pass an act making reductions, and after- 
wards continue the appropriations as if no such 
act had been passed. 

Mr. WHITE wished to say a a few words 
in reply to the gentleman from Indiana. The 
gentleman said that this bill was not to conform 
to the law as it was, but to the law as itis. Now 
that was just what he wanted. The law, as it 
was, had not been changed one iota by the pas- 
sage of the retrenchment Mill. 

Mr. T. SMITH said his reference was to the 
law, so far as this House was concerned, and he 
so stated it. 

Mr. WHITE. That was true; but the terms 
of the gentleman were calculated to mislead. He 
contended that the House should now act in ref- 
erence to the existing laws; for the mere passage 
of the retrenchment bill, without the action of the 
Senate and Executive, had not changed the ex- 
isting state of things. To pass the bill with this 
amendment would be legislation without prece- 













































ena 












534 


dent, and an anomaly on our statute-book; it 
would be legislation in reference to an act not con- 
summated inthe other body. If the retrench- 
ment bill had passed the Senate, he would have 
seen great ene in voting for the amend- 
ment; but, as it had not passed that body, the 
House had no right to legislate in reference to it. 














Now,he would say to all those who voted for | 


that bill, now hanging in the Senate, (the Army 
retrenchment bill,) and he would say it with the 
utmost respect, that that bill, from the beginning 
to the end, was a bundle of imperfections and ab- 
surdities, as well as a piece of injustice to our lit- 
tle Army. Mr. W. then went on to explain his 
objections to that bill. Why was it (he asked) 
that the spirit of economy had so suddenly got 
into the Democratic party on the eve of a presi- 
dential election? When was it that the Army 
was so suddenly raised up from eight to twelve 
thousand men? It was in the Democratic Con- 
gress of 1838, and the pay of the Army was in- 
creased at that time to what it now is. When 
was the Army cut down to the present skeleton 
establishment? It was in the Whig Congress of 
1840. Now that the Army was brought down to 
the present skeleton establishment, he would not 
cut down its pay; and least of all would he do it 
on the eve of a presidential election. 

Mr. T. SMITH rose to ask the gentleman a 
question. The gentleman stated that the Congress 
of 1838 was a Democratic Congress. Now, he 
would ask the gentleman if he was not mistaken 
in thatstatement? He had a perfect recollection 
that the House of Representatives, in 1838, was 
a Whig House. 

Mr. WHITE observed that the gentleman 
seemed to be a long way behind the history of 
the times. He could inform him that, during the 
whole term of Mr. Van Buren’s administration, 
there was no period when the Democratic party 
had nota majority in both Houses. Now, to re- 
turn to the Army bill. He would go for no re- 

‘ trenchment on the eve of a presidential election; 
but he particularly objected to the retrenchment 
bill as unequal and unjust. In retrenching either 
the Army or the Navy, he would take the inform- 
ation of men conversant with both branches of 
the service, and on that information he would 
regulate the pay of both commensurate with the 
service performed and the importance of the sta- 
tions they filled. Mr. W. continued his remarks 
in opposition to the retrenchment bill, and par- 
ticularly objected to-the reduction of pay. 

Mr. BLACK, of South Carolina, replied; and 
gave a statement of the pay of the officers of the 
Army as regulated by the retrenchment bill, to 
show that it was graduated on a scale both liberal 
and just. A major general gets over $5,000, and 
a brigadier genera! $3,700 perannum. The low- 
est colonel of the Army gets eight dollars a day. 
Now, he would suppose that the services of the 
honorable gentleman from Kentucky were worth 
as much to his country as a colonel’s; rene 
gentleman was contending that a colonel did not 
get enough. 

After showing the liberal pay allowed to the 
other officers, Mr. B. remarked that the lowest 
lieutenant now gets more than a captain during 
the last war. Now, if this scale of salaries was 
niggardly, he did not know what liberality meant. 
In conclusion, Mr. B. said that whether the re- 
trenchment bill passed the Senate or not, the 


argument of the gentleman would not apply to | 


the question before the House. The gentleman’s 
argument might go against action at this time, 
but not against the amendment. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE expressed his regrets that 
any allusion ‘had been made to the probable ac- 
tion of the Senate on the Army retrenchment 
bill. He was inclined to believe that any argu- 
ment in relation to the probable action either 
of the Executive or the Senate ought never to be 
used in this House. The House was responsible 
to the country for its action, without reference to 
the other branch of the Legislature, which acted 
on its responsibility, and in accordance with the 
dictates of its own judgment. The gentleman 
from Kentucky [Mr. ware) seemed to have 
founded his remarks on some floating idea of the 
state of things during the last Congress, and the 
relative condition of the two Houses to each 
other. He should not follow the gentleman in 
his discussion of the Army retrenchment bill 
passed by this House, which he had denounced 
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in no measured terms. He conceived it irrelevant 
to discuss thatnow. Heconceived it disrespect- 
ful to speak in harsh terms of the action which 
had been had upon it; and he certainly would 
not do it; nor could he agree with the gentleman 

»from Kentucky in his supposition that his friend 
who introduced it had done it in reference to the 
coming presidential election. Could they sup- 
a that that gentleman had any such object ? 
No; his character and standing would preclude 
such an imputation. 

Mr. WHITE disclaimed any such imputation. 

Mr. DROMGOOLE said he could not under- 
stand the inuendoes of the gentleman in any other 
way. Allusion had also been had to the supposed 
action of the Senate; but he begged leave to say 
that the composition of the two Houses of Con- 
gress had been changed since the last Congress, 
and now they were not governed by out-of-door 
arrangements among themselves. In the Senate, 
at the commencement of the last Congress, a rule 
was laid down, to which this branch conformed; 
for it was repeatedly said here that there was an 
iron rule enacted out of doors from which no de- 
parture could be had. There was, however, no 
such state of things now, thank God for it, and 
the change in the public sentiment. 

[The honorahle gentleman here read the reso- 
luuons introduced into the Senate of the United 
States at the commencement of the extra session 
of the Twenty-Seventh Congress, in 1841, to 
prescribe and limit the business of the session. 

He begged especially to call attention to the 
phraseology of these resolutions, by which it 
would be seen that the Senate of the United States 
undertook to prescribe the business of the Con- 
gress of the United States. To be sure, these 
resolutions were laid on the table; but the action 
of each branch was conformed to them; and hence, 
by caucus deliberations and out-of-door arrange- 

| ment, was a limitation made of the business of 
| Congress. If he was mistaken in this, he should 
be glad to be set right; and there were several 
gentlemen on this floor who could set him right 
if he was inerror, The gentleman from Ken- 
| tucky had then the honor to preside over this 
| body; and as such high officer he had the power 
to give complexion to the committees of this 
House. But sucharrangement, he repeated, would 
not do now. They had been vetoed by a popular, 
and not an executive veto; and that state of things 
| had been changed by the voice of the community; 
and this House was now permitted to exercise its 
_ constitutional rights to legislate according to their 
own discretion under their own solemn responsi- 
bilities. 
It was objected to the proposition now made, 
| that it did not conform to existing laws; but it 


| was consistent, as he understood, with a measure 


| which had previously received the action of this 
| House. It was said that the measure which had 
| heretofore passed this House had not become a 
| law. Why, such an objection might be raised to 
| every act of this House until it received the con- 

currence of the Senate and the approval of the 
| Executive; but what would be the result in prac- 
| tice of such arguments? Must they totally dis- 
| regard what they had done, or await in solemn 
| silence the action of the Senate and of the Exec- 

utive, until their pleasure was known? Would 
| it not be better, and more consistent with the dig- 
nity of this House, to await the action of other 

branches of this Government, and ascertain the 

fate of the appropriation bills, before other meas- 
ures were passed to carry out the principle estab- 
lished thereby? Would they not then be obnox- 
_ ious to the charge of inconsistency and insincerity ? 
| It was the duty of this House to perfect its own 
_measures; and if the Senate could not concur in 

them, that body could amend them. Would it 

be right for any gentleman to rise here and quote 
_ the supposed opinions of the Executive to influ- 
| ence the action of this House? Any gentleman 
_who should do so, would subject himself to be 
| called to order. Sincerely desiring to promote re- 
| trenchment and economy as far as he could, not 


| forany temporary party purposes, it was perfectly 


| immaterial to him whether the 


began here or in 
He hoped the 


| the Senate. ouse would make 


| this bill conform to the other, which had been 
|| passed, and leave the Senate to discharge its 
| mars under its constitutional obligations. 

r. 


McDOWELL was surprised to hear such 


| language from the gentleman from Kentucky, 





April 13, 


when not a word came from that 
| the retrenchment bill was before t ioe 
in behalf of the poor soldier. The people hed 
long enough had the cry of retrenchment in Po 
| ears; and they wished now to see some of an 
fruits. He professed to be a partisan, and re 
desired to see one man elevated, on account of the 
principles he professed; but he would not oben 
cate such measures for the sole purpose of making 
a little paltry political capital. He then review 
the contest of 1840, and the result to the 
in increased taxation People 
What other reforms had they carried out j 
| practice? They promised the country that the 
expenditures of the Government should be 
duced to the standard of the economical adminis. 
tration of Mr. Adams. How had they fulfijjeq 
| that promise? He appealed to the gentleman to 
state whether his party had redeemed the pledoos 
which they had made to the people of the United 
States. No, there was no Whig who dared rigs 
_in his place and assert that they had carried oy 
their promises. During the two years that the 
| Whig party were in power, the Whig Congress 
appropriated $58,000,000 of the people’s money 
| Not content with two sessions, as had been the 
| custom of this Government, an extraordinary 
session was called, to relieve the sufferings of 
the people by adding to their burdens. That was 
the relief which they afforded to the people, [t 
was proclaimed that the Government was bank- 
= when the Whigs came into power, with a 
debt of thirty or forty million dollars; yet, the 
moment they attained power, their first act wag 
to throw away the proceeds of the public lands, 
Their object was to produce a vacuum in the 
Treasury, which movil: afford an apology for tax- 
ing the people by means of an enormous tariff 
upon all articles of necessity which the people 
required. And yet gentlemen came forward and 
talked about the glorious Whig Congress. 

The gentleman had particularized one act—viz; 
the cutting down the expenses of the Army from 
twelve to eight million dollars. By whose votes 
was this effected ? There were eighty Democratic 
votes in the affirmative, and only twenty-three 
Whig votes. To whom, then (he asked) belonged 
the credit of passing the measure? Did not the 
Democratic votes show that they were the reform 
party? What other glorious acts were passed 
during the two years when the ‘Whigs had the 
power? There was one which would be remem- 
bered as long as the Government itself should 

| stand; one which would meet the disepprobation 
of all honest men. That glorious act was called 
the bankrupt act. That act would not bear the 
investigation or mature consideration of their 
own party. Buta short time elapsed before the 
thunder peals of popular indignation were heard; 
and they came back and retraced their steps, and 
repealed the act; but the mischief had been ac- 
complished. He hoped this House, after passing 
an act making a reduction in the expenses of the 
Government of something like half a million dol- 
lars, would not again draw back, and replace that 
burden upon the people. 

Messrs. WHITE and BRENGLE simultane- 
ously rose; but the floor was awarded by the 
Chairman to the latter gentleman, inasmuch as 
the gentleman from Kentucky had slready ad- 
dressed the committee. 

Mr. BRENGLE advocated the amendment, 
giving it as his opinion that the House having de- 
liberately sanctioned the reduction of the Army 
expenditures, the appropriation for that purpose 
ought to conform to that determination. As to 
the Senate, the most entire harmony with that 
body might be secured by the established modes 
of procedure. Each House ought to look to the 
propriety of its own action, irrespective of any 
other. The judgment of this House now stood 
recorded that a smaller sum should be applied to 
the expenses of the Army, and had fixed that 
sum; and now, was it right that, because the 
Senate might not concur, this House should ap- 
propriate more than it had judged expedient for 
the object? Certainly not. The gentleman from 
Pennsylvania (Mr. J. R. Inceksoux] contende 
that the appropriation now to be made ought to 
be regulated by the existing law; lest, the Senate 
refusing to concur in the reduction vee y 
the House, the appropriation should fall short of 
what would be needed. But this argument had 
no force with him, because the Senate might alter 
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then if the two Houses were found | 
they could hold a conference, and | 
come to an a reement; and what they agreed on, 
ieanctioned by the Executive, would become the 
gw of the land. He thought the House ought 
make its own action consistent, without spec- 
wating as to what might be the action either of the 
te or the President. When the House, by 
overwhelming majority, had declared there 
should be @ retrenchment of our Army expenses, 
should bow in respectful submission to their 
will, without attempting to enter on an general 
ment respecting the policy which had gov- 

ered them, . , 

Mr. ATKINSON said he was unavoidably ab- 
gent when the bill making a reduction in the pay 
ofthe Army was passed. Had he been present, 
he would, with great satisfaction, have voted in 
favor of that excellent proposition to cut off the | 

rnumeraries of the Army. He had heard | 
with astonishment the remarks of some gentle- | 
men with regard to the respect which ought to be 

id to the co6rdinate branch of this Legislature. 
Gentlemen spoke of the Senate as a body entitled | 
peculiar respect and favor. He held that that | 
House was entitled to at least equal respect. 

Mr. A. continued his reference to the fruits of | 
the reform promised by the Whig party before | 
theelections. He alluded to the $25,000 given 
ssagratuity to Mrs. Harrison; to the bankrupt 
and distribution acts; and to the extravagant ex- | 

nditures of the Whig Congress, which, he said, | 
were intended to make a high protective tariff | 
necessary. He stated that, in his section of the 
country, the Whig orators denied that they were | 
infavor of a bank, a high tariff, or of distribu- 
tion; and when he charged it on them, they an- 
swered by saying that they had Mr. Tyler on 
their ticket, which was a proof that they were | 
against those measures. He referred to the nine | 
months’ session of the Whig Congress, which | 
they required to consummate their high-handed | 
measures; and as a proof of the inconsistency of 
the Whig party, adverted to the fact that they 
wished the present Congress to adjourn on the | 
Ythof May. He, for his part, was unwilling | 
toadjourn without a modification of the unjust 
and exorbitant tariff which the Whigs had im- 
posed on the country, and would be ashamed to | 
go home to his constituents and tell them that he | 
had failed to relieve them of that burden, because | 
he was unwilling to put the country to the ex- 
pense of a longer session. 

In conclusion, he expressed the hope that the 
Democratic party would stand by the amendment, | 
and carry out the just, necessary retrenchment | 
they had commenced in the bill sent to the Sen- | 
ate. He hoped they would cut down all these | 
high appropriations and leave no excuse for exor- 
bitant taxation. His maxim was, that the money | 
had better be left in the pockets of the people | 
than accumufated in the Treasury for the purpose | 
of distribution among the States. 

After some remarks from Mr. MORSE, in op- | 
position to the amendment, and in reply to Mr. 
ATKINSON, 

On motion of Mr. SAMPLE, the committee | 
rose and reported progress. 

Mr. C, JOHNSON then proposed a resolution 
to terminate debate on the bill in ten minutes af- 
ter the House should again go into committee 
upon it. 

Mr. WHITE moved an adjournment, the vote | 
on which was taken by Messrs. McCiernanD, | 

and Kennepy of Maryland,and they reported— 
ayes 86, noes 37. 

he House then adjourned. 


= 
the bills and 
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The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
to the reporters by the members presenting them: 

By Mr. STEWART, of Pennsylvania: A number of me- 
morials from the people of Pennsylvania, praying Congress 
to abstain from ail interference with the existing tariff, and 
remonstrating most earnestly against the passage of the bill 

reported by the Committee of Ways and Means. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The petition of C. H. Sutphen 
and sundry others, citizens of La Salle county, praying for 
& mail route from Ottowa, via Monsontown and Sutphen’s 
Point, to Paw-Paw Grove ; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. REDING: The petition of Benjamin G. Perkins, 
of Jefferson, Coos county, New Hampstiire, for a pension ; 
which was referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 
By Mr. RAMSEY: The petition of Owen Doyle, Frank 

» Dennis Flinn, Patrick Hagan, and two hundred 
and twenty others, citizens of Schuylkill county, Pennsyl- 
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I protesting against any intérference with the tariff of 


By Mr. SMITH, of Iinois: The petition of John Logan 
and seventy-five others, citizens of Jackson and Perry 
counties, praying the establishment of a mail route from | 
Murpheysboro, the county seat of Jackson county, by way | 
of Vergennes Prairie, to Pinckneyville, the county seat of 
Perry county ; which was referred to the Committee on the | 
Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. CARY, of New York: The petition of ninety-nine 
citizens of Schoharie county, in the State of New York, 
praying for the reduction of the postage, and the abolition | 
of the franking privilege ; which was referred to the Com- | 
mittee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 





— 


IN SENATE. 
Monpary, -4pril 15, 1844. 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate the following communication; which was 
read, and ordered to be entered upon the Journal: 

April 15, 1844. 

Str: [have forwarded to the Governor of the State of 
Alabama my resignation as Senator of the United States. 
No language can express the painful emotions I experience 
in separating myself from the distinguished body over which 
you preside, after having enjoyed the high privilege of being 
one of its members for more than a quarter of a century. 
During this long period, such has been my friendly inter- 
course with Senators, and such their uniform courtesy and 
kindness towards me, as to have impressed upon my heart 
feelings of gratitude and respect, which neither time or dis- 
tance can ever efface. A seat in the Senate of the United 
States ought to satisfy the ambition of the loftiest spirit in 
the Jand. Itwas more than sufficient to satisfy mine. With 
perhaps a single exception, there is no higher position in 
this or any other country, when the Senator feels that he is 
sustained at home, as | have been, by the unwavering sup- 
port of my honored State. I part from the Senate witlt re- 
luctance and regret, to enter upon a new theater of public 
service; but my prayer shall ever be that, in all time to 
come, that body may maintain the high character, and pre 
serve the commanding influence which it has so justly ac- 
quired. 

With heartfelt wishes for the health, prosperity, and hap- 


piness of each individual member, T bid them all an affec- 
tionate farewell. 


With the highest respect, I am. your obedient servant, 


WILLIAM R. KING. 
Hon. Witure P. Mane. President of the Senate. 


PETITIONS, ETC. 

The PRESIDENT pro tempore presented a se- 
ries of resolutions and memorials adopted by 
citizens of St. John’s county, East Florida, in 
favor of a division of the Territory of Florida 
into two separate territorial governments, one for 
East and the other for West Florida; which were 
referred to the Committee on Territories. 

Also, resolutions adopted by the citizens of 
Pine Grove and vicinity, in the county of Schuyl- 
kill, Pennsylvania, and a memorial numerously 
signed, protesting against any alteration of the 
existing tariff; which were referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Mr. BREESE presented the petition of Moses 
Meekin, of Wisconsin, praying for the passage 
of a special act of Congress, giving the right of 
appeal from the decision of the commisstoners 
under the act of July 2, 1836, respecting claims 
to town lots in Galena, Illinois; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, a petition from George Gordon, of Ran- 
dolph county, Illinois, praying Congress to le- 
galize the entry of certain fractional sections of 
the public lands in the State of Missouri; which 
was referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Also, the memorial of Isaac Wilson and sev- 
teen others, citizens of Kane county, Iilinois, 
praying that Congress will propose certain amend- 
ments of the Constitution, so as to appropriate 
money on request of the States, to purchase the 
slaves therein, with a view to their emancipation; 
and also to aid, by appropriations of money, the 
colonization of free blacks. 

Mr. HAYWOOD raised the question of recep- 
tion on the memorial; which was laid upon the 
table. 

Mr. JARNAGIN presented a memorial from 
two hundred and sixty citizens of Chicago, Illi- 
nois, protesting against any change or modifica- 
tion of the tariff of 1842; which was referred to 
the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BAYARD presented a remonstrance of the 
character of the above from citizens of Delaware; | 
which was referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BUCHANAN presented a memorial from | 
the president and professors of Marshall College, 
Pennsylvania, together with a number of citizens 
of Pennsylvania, asking Congress to reduce the 
rates of postage on letters and newspapers, and 


to modify the franking privilege; which was or- || 


dered to lie on the table. 
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Also, four memorials from different parts of 
Pennsylvania, protesting against any change in 
the present tariff; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Finance. 

Also, a memorial from Beaver county, Penn- 
sylvania, remonstrating against the ratification of 
any treaty for the annexation of Texas to the 
United States, and likewise any measures having 
that end in view; which was referred to the Com- 
mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Mr. CHOATE presented a memorial signed by 
William H. Wilson & Co., and seventy master 
tailors and others, employed in the manufacture 
of clothing in Boston, remonstrating against re- 
| ducing the duty on imported ready-made clothing 
| from fifty to twenty per cent., as proposed by 
| the new tariff bill of the House of Representa- 
| tives; which was referred to the Committee on 
| Finance. 
| Mr. MILLER presented a memorial from the 
| corporate authorities of Georgetown, in the Dis- 

trict of Columbia, asking for an appropriation of 
| $5,000 for the removal of a sand-bar in the Poto- 

mac below that town, and the testing, in such re- 
| moval, the project of W. S. Colquhoun, Esq., of 
Virginia, for removing sand-bars in the naviga- 
ble rivers of the United States; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Commerce. 

Also, a memorial from citizens of Harrison, 
Providence township, Luzerne county, Pennsy!- 
vania, setting forth the advantages of the present 
tariff to the business of the country, and remon- 
strating against the bill reported in the House of 
Representatives for its modification; which was 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. FAIRFIELD presented a petition from 
Byron W. Darling and others, alleging that the 
| fishing bounty was earned by the schooner St, 
| Cloud, owned by the petitioners, in the season 
of 1842; but the collector of the ports of Penob- 
scot and Frenchman’s bay refused to pay the 
same because not wholly earned under a license 
|from either office, but partly under both; and 
| praying that said bounty may be allowed and paid 
them; which was referred to the Committee on 
Commerce. 

Mr. STURGEON presented two memorials 
| from Schuylkill county, Pennsylvania, remon- 

strating against any alteration in the tariff; which 
| were referred to the Commitiee on Finance. 

Mr. PHELPS presented a memorial from citi- 
zens of the town of Springfield, Vermont, re- 
monstrating against any modification of the exist- 
| ing tariff, and against the annexation of Texas to 
ithe United States; which was referred to the 
| Committee on Finance; and that relating to Texas 

to the Committee on Foreign Relations, 

Also, memorials, numerously signed, from 
Middlebury, Bridgeport, Cornwall, Salisbury, 
Nyebridge, Whiting, Starksboro, Leicester, Ar- 
lington, and Shroveham, Vermont, setting forth 

| the salutary influence of the tariff of 1842, and 
remonstrating against any modification or the 
repeal of thatlww. Mr. P. said he had but two 
remarks to make with reference to these memo- 
rials: first, they were signed by persons of all 
political parties; and, second, that a vast major- 
ity of the remonstrants were engaged in agricul- 
ture; which were referred to the Committee on 

Finance. 

Mr. UPHAM presented a memorial signed by 
two hundred and thirty freemen of the town of 
Rockingham, in Windham county, Vermont, 

| protesting, first, against any alteration of the 

present tariff; second, against the annexation of 
| 'Texas to the United States; third, against any 
| legislation upon the Ogegon question, until an 
| attempt has been made to settle it by negotiation. 
| The petition relating to the tariff was referred to 
| the Committee on Finance, and the remainder to 
| the Committee on Foreign Relations. 

Also, a memorial from the State of Vermont 
at large, four from citizens of Troy and Morgan, 
Orleans county, and one from citizens of Wash- 
ington county, Vermont, protesting against the 
annexation of Texas to the United’States; which 
were referred to the Committee on Foreign Rela- 
tions. 

Mr. WOODBURY presented a memoria! from 
| legal voters of the town of Sullivan, in the State 
| of New Hampshire, against the annexation of 
| Texas; which was referred to the Committee on 


i 


\| Foreign Relations. 
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HEIRS OF REBECCA MOREHOUSE. 
On motion of Mr. UPHAM, it was 








April 13 


bern line of the reservation of the half-breeds of trade? Was she the Holland of former ¢ 


the Sac and Fox tribe of Indians by the treaty || the Holland which imes 





; gave England her delivers, . 

Resolved, That the Comunttee on Pensions be instructed | of August, 1824,"’ approved March 3, 1843. 1688? the Holland which once held the deine 

to inquire tuto the expediency of granting to the heirs of || Mr. HENDERSON explained the object of || of the seas, and the carrying trade of nati ton 

a ay oo — — Morehouse, || the bill; and there being no proposition to amend, | No; her commerce was gone. She was now ae 

Oo ea ese yatauon, the pension whch |i was reported to the Senate, and ordered to be | least considerable of European Siates. Ang’ 

|, engrossed for a third reading. for Turkey, its policy was to receive every thi 

REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 1 NAVAL SERVICE. free, but admit nothing to come out. ng 

_Mr. SEVIER, from the Committee on Pen- || ‘The bill from the House making appropriation He next adverted to the tabular statements aq. 
sions, reported back without amendment, and 


1 : : duced by the Senator from Missouri 
with a recommendation that it do pase, che bill || Of-certuin| moneye in the ‘Treasury for the naval | roy.) the purport of which wee to chow a? 
: ; service, was read twice and referred to the Com- be . & pro. 
from the House for the relief of Levi Collmus. | mittee on Finance | gressive increase’ of imports and revenues dur) 
Also, from the same committee, made adverse | ; | his first epoch of twenty-five years; while the 
reports, which were ordered to be printed, on the | PENSION BILL. | showed extreme fluctuations in both imports and 
petition of Sarah Dagget, widow of a revolution- | The House bill making appropriation for the || fevenue during the second epoch, from 1817 1 
ary soldier, praying for a continuation of her pen- || payment of revolutionary and other pensions for 1842. Now, he admitted that there might be more 
sion; and the petition of Theodocia Netherland, | the fiscal year ending 30th June, 1845, which had fluctuations when this nation had grown UP toa 
the widow of Benjamin Netherland, an officer of | been returned from the House with certain amend- || quadruple population, and during great conyy). 
the Revolution, praying for a pension, || ments to the amendments made by the Senate, || 510M8 of trade, currency, &c., than during its yearg 
Also, from the same committee, reported back || was taken up, and committed to the Committee || Of infancy; but these fluctuations would happen, 
without amendment, (accompanied by written re- || on Finance. | San ae ee aieae cou, 
orts adverse to their passage, which were ordered | them to the tariff acts of. ’ , or » Wou 
to be printed, ) three sagan bills from the House 7 i SET CORPO En ACT: be just as reasonable as was the grumbling of is 
for the relief of Enoch McDaniel, Isaac Plum- | On motion of Mr. BAYARD, the Senate re- || gentleman inthe Spectator, who insisted that there 
mer, and Arthur R. Frogge. | sumed the consideration of the resolution reported || never had been good weather in England since the 
Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian || from the Committee on Finance, for the indef- || Revolution. But, supposing it were true that 
Affairs, reported a bill for the relief of David |, inite postponement of the bill introduced by Mr. |; since 1816, less imports had been consumed in 
Robb, of Ohio; which was read, and ordered to || McDorrie, for reducing the rate of duties under || this country than before 1807, he asked—what 
asecond reading, and the report accompanying | the present tariff to the standard of the compro- || then? It only proved that home manufactures 
ordered to be printed. mise act. | had supplanted foreign manufactures; and that, 
Mr. JARNAGIN, from the Committee on Mr. CHOATE remarked that he had, on the || therefore, the national wealth had been increased, 
Revolutionary Claims, made adverse reports on | forme: day on which he had addressed the Sen- || It showed that the purpose of protection—incj. 
the following cases; which were ordered to be || ate, assumed, and he trusted he had maintained || dental protection, such as the statesmen of 17-9 
printed: | successfully, the position that the statesmen of || intended should so operate—had built up home 
The petition of Margaret Agnes Bingham, heir- | 1816 and 1824 had proceeded on the same || manufactures, which were able to compete with 
at-law of Thomas Armor, praying the reimburse- || rational principles of political economy that the || foreign manufacturers, and supply their own mar. 
ment of advances made, and payment for ser- statesmen of 1789 had been actuated by. But he ket on cheaper terms. It was creating, in place 
vices rendered by him during the revolutionary || might be asked, if such were the fact, why were || of a precarious foreign commerce, a permanent 
war; the duties under the acts of 1816 and 1824 made || domestic commerce of infinitely more national 
The petition of the heirs of Christopher Tay- | to transcend so much the duties of 1789? To |/ value. He should hold, to the day of his death, 
lor, a surgeon’s mate in the revolutionary army, || this he would answer, that the reason why the || that there are certain principles which he would 
praying commutation pay; and , duties of 1729 were so low, was, that they were || not be content with merely saying are self-evi- 
he petition of Rebecca Beckham, daughter of found quite sufficient to raise the amount of rev- || dent, but which he held to be indisputable; they 
Robert Lovell, an officer of the Revolution, pray- || enue then required for the wants of the Govern- |, are, that we are doing not a bad thing, but anex- 
ing for the payment of arrears of pay due him, | ment; and that the same duties, under altered cellent good thing, for agriculture, when we are 
with interest, and to be allowed seven years’ half | circumstances, were found wholly insufficient in |; building up a new source of employment which 
pay. 1816 and 1824. Besides, in 1789 there was not || creates a new market for agricultural products; 
Mr. J., from the same committee, reported a | &@ cotton spindle in the United States. Cotton that the best exports for a country are its manu- 
bill for the relief of the legal representatives of | manufactures, woolen manufactures, iron manu- || factured products; and that, however valuable 
James Bell, deceased; which was read, and or- | factures, were not then domestic interests in ex- || foreign commerce may be to a nation, domestic 
dered to a second reading, and the report accom- | istence, and demanding special protection ; where- commerce is still more valuable. These he con- 
panying to be printed. | as in 1810, there were eighty thousand spindles | sidered indisputable propositions; and he main- 
y. F also, from the Committee on Pensions, | in full operation, and those interests had grown || tained that these were the principles which the 
made an adverse report on the petition for a pen- | Up as peculiarly national interests. He read ex- | protective system upheld and promoted. 
sion from William Miller, a soldier in the late || tracts from the reports of Messrs. Gallatin, Dal- || Reverting to the practical question at issue, 
war with Great Britain; which was ordered to be | !as, and Newton, to show the progress of man- || which he considered was, that the existing duties 
printed. ufactures from the year 1791, when the first are excessive; that a rate of only half the average 
Mr. J. also, from the same committee, reported spindle was set in motion in the United States, || duty of the act of 1842, would be more produc- 
back, without amendment, and with a recom- | to 1810, when eighty thousand were in full ope- || tive of revenue; and that the bill under discue- 
mendation that it be indefinitely postponed, the || ration. There was not, at that period, (1791,) sion would afford ample incidental protection for 
bill from the House for the relief of Daniel Dun- | even a woolen factory, requiring the parental || home manufactures, he asked, where was the 
ham. | care of the Government. ‘fhe interruptions || proof of all this? where the evidence that this 
Mr. WHITE, from the Committee on Indian | to American commerce during the restrictive || experiment would be safe—that it would be suc- 
Affairs, made an adverse report (which was or- | Systems of European nations in 1807, 1808, 1809 || cessful? He insisted that the onus of proof was 
dered to be printed) on the petition of a number and 1810, had given such stimulus to American || thrown upon those calling for this change. Was 
of the Stockbridge tribe of Indians, of the citizen | manufactures, that to keep them alive for one || it to be deduced from the experience of the low 
party, for adivision among that tribe of a sum of | hour after the war, the duties of 1789 would have || tariff period of 1841 and 1842? If it was not 
money received and invested for their bencfit by || been wholly insufficient. With the battle of |, given then, where wasit to be obtained? It was 
the United States. Waterloo one age went out, and a new age came || tried from 1789 till immediately before the year 
Mr. W. also, from the same committee, re- | in—an age to which no monarch could affix his | 1816, and failed; it was tried in 1841, and equally 
ported back, with an amendment, House bill en- | name, for it was a new age which justly should | failed. One of the proofs now brought forward 
titled * An act granting a pension to Milly, an be called the age of the people. i} was, that some manufactures afford enormous 
Indian woman of the Creek nation.’’ very nation thenceforward seemed determined || profits. This depended upon representations of 
SLAVE TRADE. | to abandon war, and turn all its attention to the newspapers which were implicitly believed—be- 
: : _ |, peaceful developmentofits own internal resources. || lieved without examination into the foundation 
On motion of Mr. ARCHER, the communica- || Ww 


Y e could not have stood the competition with || on which they were raised. But supposing it 
tion received from the State Departmenta few England for the existence of manufactures, in || was true that in one branch of business profits 
days ago, transmitted in compliance with a reso- || 1816, had not our Government extended to ous || were large, that was no reason why all other 
lution of the Senate, calling for information of | manufacturers some more enlarged protection || branches of business should be cut down by te- 
certain supposed abuses of the American flag in || than the duties of 1789 afforded. Mr. C. here || moving the protective duties under which they 
subservience of the slave trade, was taken from _ reviewed the history of the tariff acts of 1816and || preserved their existence. It was a leveling 
the table, and referred to the Committee on the | 1824, with a view of showing that the whole || proposition, that, because one individual in & 
Judiciary. country then recognized the necessity of con- || regiment was taller than the rest, the heads of all 
JAMES W. BREEDLOVE. forming to the new policy developed by the new || should be cut off to bring the regiment toa stand- 
The adverse report ofthe Committee on Claims, || 88¢ Of the world—the industrial age—which had || ard height. : - ili 
in the case of James W. Breedlove, was concurred || CMe into existence after the battle of Waterloo To illustrate the necessity for giving stab 


in by the Senate. | —a battle which had terminated the age of mili- || and permanency to the cultivation of the mechanic 
— despotism. He referred to an English pam- || arts, he quoted the British Monthly roe 
SAC AND FOX INDIANS. | phiet to prove that after the continental war every || and the opinions of a Prussian tte; one 

On motion of Mr. WRIGHT, the previous || 


|| civilized nation of the world adopted a protective || advocating the interests of British manufactures, 
orders of the day were postponed, and the Senate | system almost prohibitory, for the benefit of its || and the other the interests of German home in- 


took up for consideration the bill entitled “A bill || own manufacturers, except Holland and Turkey. || dustry. Such, he insisted, should also be the 
to repeal an act directing the survey of the north- | He asked, what now was Holland, with herfree |! policy of the United States. 
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He concurred with the Senators from Missouri 
Mr. Benton] and from Georgia (Mr. Berrien} 
that this was an inauspicious movement—at the 

of a presidential election—to attempt any | 
oe ; e would go further, and say that he 
wish that, during the year preceding a | 
‘dential election, the tariff question in Con- 
ss should be a tabooed question—a forbidden 
or nd of intermeddling. It was a dog-day and 
rish season; and he could see the consequent | 
yence of exciting topics of discussion in the | 
ks made during this debate on Massachusetts. 
jtwas her manufactures, her enormous er 
that newspaper paragraphs had been raked up to 
sail, while not a word was said about Pennsy!- 
sania. But was Massachusetts the author of the 
wrif acts of 1816 or 1824? Gendemen who at- 
tacked her should look nearer home. What good 
gould it do South Carolina and New Hampshire | 
to strip Massachusetts of her manufactures, and 
drive her back to her ice and granites? Was it | 
nothing that she now consumes $42,000,000 of | 
the agricultural products of her sister States— | 
nearly one half of the exports of the Union? Not 
aspindle does she turn that does omg money 
into the pockets of every farmer from New Hamp- 
shire to the base of the Rocky Mountains. Man- 
yfacturers and mechanics are Unionists in profes- 
sionand principles, and national in all things. 
The States of this Union must be taken as they 
gre. All have their characteristics and peculiar- 
ities; they had them before they came into the 
Union. He should not wonder to see the State 
of Massachusetts again,as she once was, opposed 
to this Government—not to the next administra- 
tion of it, (laughter;] but he would say to the 
Government, be just to her, and she will be a 
blessing to the Union. 

Mr. BAGBY next obtained the floor; but the 
hour being late, he hoped the pending question 
would be passed over informally. 

Mr. MERRICK hoped the Senator would con- 
sent to let it be postponed for a week or ten days, 
with a view of affording time to get through with 
the Post Office bill. 

On motion, the pending question was laid on 
the table, with an understanding that the Senator 
from Alabama {Mr. Bacsy] would have the right 
of calling it up whenever he felt disposed to pro- 
ceed with his remarks. 


POSTAGE—-FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 


On motion of Mr. MERRICK, the Post Office 
bill was taken up as in Committee of the Whole. 
Mr. MERRICK said he believed the question 
pending was on the amendment Poet by the 
nator from New Hampshire, (Mr. Woop- 


inf 


BURY. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER stated that the 
amendment was to strike out the word *‘double,”’ 
in the sixteenth line of the first section, and to 
ee r cent. more than.’’ 

Mr. MERRICK explained that the effect would 
be to make the postage for every additional quar- 
ter of an ounce over the half ounce, chargeable 
with singte postage, half as much more as the 
single postage. ‘his, he feared, would prevent 
the object being effected that the committee had 
in view; which was to make the increase of post- 
age with the increase of weight, such as would 
keep persons from combining to send numerous 
letters in envelopesat less postage than they would 
_ to, each person mailing his letters for him- 


Mr. WOODBURY had not stopped to argue 
whether the standard for single rates of postage 
was too high or too low; but he had merely looked 
to the standard proposed in the bill; and on that 
he considered the double ee for an increase 
of a quarter of an ounce would be too much. He 
-_ looked to the analogies common by or nies 

0 in the post office departments of Eng- 
Sedan, add Prussia, where double postage 
was only cha on double weights. 

Mr. MERRICK suggested that a great object 
was to make the rates of postage according to the 
decimal coins of the United States, and great in- 
conveniences would arise from making divisions 
such as the amendment would authorize. 

Mr. WOODBURY suggested that all the incon- 
venience alluded to could be avoided by adopting 
the sagen rule of only doubling the postage 
when the weight was doubled. 

The question being put on this amendment, 
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and it being found that there was not a quorum Mr. BIDLACK said he had for some time 
present, sought an opportunity to present the proceedings 
Mr. PHELPS rose for the purpose of moving || of a mecting of his constituents, without distine- 
an adjournment. | tion of party, in favor of the present tariff law, 
On motion of Mr. ARCHER, who said that |! and against the bill reported by the Committee of 
the Senator from Pennsylvania had called to his || Ways and Means. He desired to present these 
mind that there was a question of reference to be || proceedings to the House; and, if the printing 
disposed of in secret session which would not take || should be refused, to have them referred to the 
five minutes, | Committee of the Whole on the state of the Union, 
The Senate went into executive session, and || where the reading could be called for when the 
shortly after adjourned. | question was taken up. 
_ Objections being made by several, the proceed- 
ings were not presented. 


Mr. C. JOHNSON moved a call of the House; 








Fe eg notes 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
| which motion was carried; and 


Mownpary, -4pril 15, 1844. Th 
The Journal of Saturday having been read, 1¢ roll being called, it was found that one 


The SPEAKER said that the first business in || hundred and sixty-seven members answered to 
order was the resolution of the gentleman from || — + 1 





aed An ee ere. i| ‘The absentees were called, and it appeared that 
eres re, ates ball, rminate de- 1 one hundred and seventy-two akan pres- 
% P }| ent. 
RESOLUTIONS. ‘| ‘The SPEAKER then directed the officers to 
Mr. BURKE, on leave, offered the following || close the doors of the Hall. 
resolution; which was considered, and agreed to: || ‘The absentees were then called, and several 


Resolved, That the Postmaster General be directed tolay || Were excused, on the ground of domestic or per- 
before this House certified copies of all proposals and offers |; sonal affliction, &c. 


made by Isaac Hill & Sons, and true statements of all pro- Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, moved that the Ser- 
posals and offcrs submitted in any form not in writing, for E } 7 


printing and furnishing blanks for the several post offices || geant-at-Arms be dispatched for those in the city 
of the United States, under the late advertisements of the || Who had not been excused, not including those 
Post Office Department. inviting such proposals, copies of |) in the gallery who were waiting to get in when 
= were recently laid before this House ; and that he }|) the doors were opened 

also report to this House whether any part of the terms or || CPD DAY see 

obligations of the late contracts, made in pursuance of the || Mr. STEENROD moved that all further pro- 
advertisement before mentioned, for furnishing blanks, || ceedings under the call be suspended. : 
have at any time been altered, modified, released, or can- The SPEAKER put the question on the motion 


omens and if so, what alterations and modifications have to send the Sergeant-at-Arms for the absentees 
en made in said contract, and what portions of the same io dina 5 S " 
division was called for; and also tellers, 


have been released or canceled. i 
| Mr. VANCE called for the yeas and nays; and 





Mr. SIMONS submitted the following resolu- they were ordered. 


tion; which was considered, and agreed to: Mr. HARALSON eaid, ifall the membera ers 


Resolved, That the Committee of Accounts be author- . : 
ized to demand of any person or persons who may possess || © be = for, it would take the Sergeant-at-Arms 
a month. 


them, all engraved plates, of every description, which have | 2 } im i) ‘ 
been paid tur by this House, for maps, charts, and other | Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, said his motion only 
|| included all those who were in the city, 


purposes, and that they place them in charge of the con- 
|| Some Memser hoped it would be * all he could 
j ' 


gressional librarian. 
Mr. PRATT, from the Committee on Public || cateh.’’ 
Buildings, submitted a resolution directing the || Mr. THOMPSON said if the absent gentle- 
Clerk to pay $500 out of the contingent fund, for |) men were brought in by the Sergeant-at-Arms, 
watering Pennsylvania avenue; but it was ob- |) they would probably have material excuses to jus- 
jected to by several, and not received. | tify-their absence; and of what use, then, would 
PETITIONS, ETC. || it be to waste so much of the public time by going 
: || through the forms of prosecuting this business? 
aan She Dens prostates & resotetien of the | He hoped, then, the further proceedings under 
State of Louisiana in relation to the speedy set- || ; a nr “ | h 8 
tlement of all private land claims in that State in | ae HOGE i ae oo wag wing) PE 
the mode and manner that they deem moet peepee, _ Mr. : called the gentleman from Missis- 
which was referred to the Committce of the Whole || hf" ee 
} 
| 
| 
| 
' 
| 


on the state of the Union. Mr. THOMPSON continued, remarking that 


| 
. . . * . 
A like resolution, that the said Senators and | it did seem to him the public time was too valu- 
Representatives be requested to use every effort || able to be thus wasted. 
to procure the necessary appropriations for ren- || a gg aE ae d 
dering the harbor of Pensacola accessible to ves- || Pen¢e@, tn his opinion, it ss area ~ ° 
sels of every class, and to the placing the navy- || something to compel the attendance of members, 
yard there as speedily as possible in a condition || When important questions were to be decided, or 
to build, repair, Ree equip men-of-war; which || to show who it was that obstructed the public 
was referred to the Committee on Naval Affairs. || business, by absenting themselves from their 

Mr. C. JOHNSON asked leave to present a || Seats in the House. The House had witnessed, 
petition from sundry citizens of New York, pro- || 0 ® very recent occasion, the effect produced by 
testing against the sale of the mineral lands of the || the absence of members when the House was 


United States: which was laid on the table, and || Called to vote on a question in which this entire 
ordered to be printed ’ || Union was deeply interested; and to obviate the 


|| repetition of such a result, he hoped the House 

THE TARIEF. || would not suspend the call, but that the Sergeant- 

Mr. TIBBATTS observed that the chairman || at-Arms would be sent to bring in the absentees. 
of the Committee of Ways and Means,as he un- || Mr. STEENROD said he hoped further pro- 
derstood, was anxious togo into the Committee of || ceedings in the call would be suspended. It would 
the Whole on the tariff bill, and intended to make || be worse than useless to go any further; for half 
a motion to that effect this morning. Now, as of those who had not answered to their names 
many gentlemen were anxious to dispose of the || were at their homes. 
two harbor and river bills, which have been re- || Mr. DAVIS, of Indiana, said he had always 
ported to the House, he would suggest to the gen- || been averse to calls of the House, and had voted 
tleman from North Carolina, that if he would || against them, as he did in this instance, at the 
postpone his motion until two o’clock, by which || commencement; but it was not because he was 
time those two bills would probably be disposed || convinced that they were on all occasions useless; 
of, he had no doubt it would then be adopted. || and gentlemen who had sat, as he had done in 

Mr. C. JOHNSON suggested to his friend froin 1 that House, often for two hours when a quorum 
Kentucky to let the tariff bill be taken up first, as | was not present, must agree with him in saying 
the two bills he spoke of could be disposed of in || that calls were sometimes necessary. lt was for 
a few minutes. | this reason that, after the call had been agreed to, 

Mr. McKAY, in answer to the ouaetes of |, he had made the motion to send the Sergeant-at- 
the gentleman from Kentucky, observed that the || Arms for the absent members. As they had gone 
postponement until two o’clock would not avail || thus,far, he thought they ought to proceed 
the gentleman, as the regular order of business— || enforce the attendance of members. 
the reception df resolutions—would then come || Mr. THOMPSON said he was averse to an 
up. He should not make the motion to go into | further proceedings in the call. The only result 
committec till twelve o’clock. would be an unnecessary consumption of time; @ 


Mr. PAYNE hoped the call would not be sus- 
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great many excuses would have to be made, and 
as each individual member presented a distinct 
case,and each was debatable, the whole day would 
be fruitlessly wasted. Nominal fines might be 
imposed in some cases, and they would be but 
nominal; for surely the House would not under- 
take to enforce the attendance of members in this 
way. If their own sense of duty and their desire 
to promote the public good failed to secure their 
attendance, it would be in vain to impose fines 
upon them. It was for the House to record the 
names of the absentees. Their constituents must 
and would hold them responsible. He hoped the 


the absentees. 

Mr. HOLMES said he had generally been op- 
posed to calls of the House; but he agreed with the 
gentleman from Indiana, (Mr. Davis,] that they 
were sometimes very necessary. The argument 
of the gentleman from Mississippi was, that the 
members of this House were responsible to their 





the House was not only unnecessary, butactually 
a work of supererogation. 


A ih ain tisiek, dla NSN RS 


: theirs also; and he believed it was their duty, as 
Se representatives of a national constituency charged 
a with important functions, to compel the attend- 
ia ance of members, and, if necessary, to enforce 
: legal pains and penaltics for that purpose. He 


did hope, after what they had seen of the dispo- 


oe of the session—that the call would be followed up 
by sending the Sergeant-at-arms to enforce the 
mandate of the House. If it were ever necessary 


SEN woth ieee 


tion, now was the time in regard to this important 


question of the tariff. 
: Mr. REDING moved the previous question. 
12 _ On seconding the demand for the previous ques- 
hah : tion, tellers were appointed; who reported—yeas || 


ninety; noes not counted. 
The previous question being seconded, 
The main question was ordered to be now put, 


a “viz: “shall further proceedings in the call be sus- 

oe pended?”’ 

i On this question the yeas and nays were de- | 
i manded and ordered; and being taken, resulted— 
| yeas 107, nays 64. 

- All further proceedings were suspended. 


A ae The resolution of Mr. C. Jonnson to terminate 
> a debate on the Army appropriation bill was taken 
a z 4 up. 

; Mr.C. JOHNSON called for the previous ques- 
; 2 tion. 

The previous question was seconded. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON modified the resolution, so 
as to terminate debate on the bill in two hours 
after going into committee. 

The main question was ordered and put on the 
adoption of the resolution, and decided in the 
affirmative. ; 

Mr. McKAY moved to suspend the rules for 
the purpose of going into the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union on the tariff bill. 

Mr. C. JOHNSON called for the yeasand nays, 


as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Anderson, Atkinson, Benton, James A. 
Black, Blackwell, Bower, Bowlin, Boyd, Jacob Brinker- 
hoff, William J. Brown, Burke, Burt, Caldwell, Reuben 
Chapman, Chappell, Coles, Cross, Cullom, Dana, John W. 
Davis, Dro: ye, Dunlap, Elmer, Hale, Hamlin, Haral- 
son, Henley, lerrick, Holmes, Hopkins, Houston, Hubard, 
Hughes, Hungerford, James B. Hunt, Cave Johnson, An- 


ce 
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—_— would not fail to notice the names of || 


constituents alone; and that, therefore, the call of | 
The constituency of | 


members of that House had their rights, undoubt- | 
edly, but the representatives of the nation had 


sition of members to avoid voting upon an im- | 
portant question—he mightsay, the great question || 


that promptaction should be had upon any ques- | 


which were ordered; and the question being taken, || 
it was decided in the negative—yeas 84, nays 95, i ; 

|| the greatest amount of liberty, and took from him 
|| the smallest amount of his earnings for the sup- 


|| the principles for which he would go, and to which 


| they pleased. He had witnessed somewhere in 


April 15, 


terson, Peyton, Phenix, Elisha R. Potter, Pratt, Preston, \ This was the lan which sho i 

|| Ramsey, Charies M. Reid, Ritter, Rockwell, Rodney, Ro- || itself upon every ‘edividuel with; ue impress 
|| gers, Sample, Schenck, Senter, Severance, Thomas H. || I d sh tl Hin those walls 
| Seymour, David L. Seymour, Simons, Albert Smith, John || +t WAS In accordance with the principle which he 
| ‘I’. Smith, Caleb B. Smith, Spence, Andrew Stewart,John || had laid down, that that Government whi 









; ; 4 es c i 
Stewart, Strong, Thomasson, Tilden, Vance, Vanmeter, |} cured to its citizens the greatest amount pla 


sonal liberty , and took from them the lesse 
of their earnings, was the better Govern 
it by what name they chose. 

e proposed to call the attention of the com 
mittee to some of the acts of the Federal part F 
for he chose to call things by their right pea 
though his friend and colleague [Mr. Morse} had 
chosen to designate the party to which he (Mr 
H.) belonged, as Locofocos. He suvposed the 
gentleman used the term facetiv ‘sly; but, for 
himself, he preferred the plain, straight-forward 
manner of calling things by their right names 
He chose to call the party Federalists of the Han. 
ford convention stamp. He would ask, had the 
committee heard from his colleague an intimation 
of the principles of his party? They had not 
The gentleman had not uttered a single syllable 
which could lead to an understanding of those 
principles. No; like an adroit, shrewd, skillfyl 
tactician, he had carefully abstained from avow.- 
ing a single principle by which himself or his 
friends were guided. Their principles were wel] 
understood, however, to be of the ultra Hartford 
convention school; their principles were to take 
the hard earnings of the poor, and put them jn 
the pockets of the capitalists. Such were the 
principles by which they would be actuated jp 
case they had the power. They were in favor of 
a national bank. They were in favor of a high 
tariff—a protective tariff. Yes; such protection 
as the lamb receives from the wolf; such protec- 
tion as the vulture would extend to its victim, 

His friend and colleague had talked a good deal 
about the consistency of his party as contrasted 
with that to which he belonged. He believed it 
was Cesar who said he wondered how a sooth- 
sayer could look another soothsayer ii the face 
without a smile at the credulity of those who be- 
lieved in their predictions. In like manner he was 
surprised that his colleague could rise here with- 
out a smile himself, or without producing a smile 
on the faces of gentlemen of his own party, and 
talk about the consistency of the party of which 
he isa member. What were the promises which 
were made by that party, and how did they re- 
deem those promises? They even desecrated the 
stars and stripes of the national banner by abasing 
them, when they should have floated in the free 
breeze of heaven, to the level of a miserable piece 
of bunting, and made to bear the despicable party 
watch-word, ‘*‘ Tipand Ty.’’ Whennextthey rear 
‘their banners there should be inscribed upon them: 
‘here is a party who have violated their pledges 
and broken all their promises.”’ 

He would, with permission, read a few extracts 
first from the confessions of a member of the Fed- 
eral party, [Mr. Newron,] and next from an ad- 
dress published and promulgated by that party in 
Virginia in 1840. (Mr. H. here read the extracts 
referred to.} He would call the attention of the 
committee, for a few moments, to the action of 
the Twenty-Seventh Congress, which had been 
so highly lauded by some gentlemen. That Con- 
gress violated every promise which had been made 
to the people by the Federal party, not only in 
relation to the expenditures of the Government 
and in relation to proscription, but all other prom- 
ises. 

He would not enumerate in detail all the acts of 
that Congress; he would merely allude to a few 
of them. And first, the bankrupt law—a law con- 


| 
| 
| Vinton, Wethered, White, Williams, Winthrop, William 
Wright, and Yost—95. ramount 
Mr. DUNCAN moved that the House take up ment, call 
the bill regulating the time of holding the elec- 
tions for electors of President and Vice President. 
| Mr. McKAY moved that the House resolve 
itself into Committee of the Whole on the Army 
| appropriation bill. : 
Mr. PETTIT thought it would be better to 
|| take up the resolution of the Senate fixing the day 
} for the adjournment of the present session. 
} The question was put on Mr. McKay’s mo- 
| 


tion, and decided in the affirmative. 
| 


ARMY APPROPRIATION BILL. 


So the House resolved itself into the Committee 
| of the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Wet- 
| LER in the chair,) and resumed the consideration 
of the bill making appropriations for the support 





continued his remarks of Saturday, in reply to 
Messrs. McDowe t and Arkinson. 

He justified the call of an extra session in 1841, 
on the ground of a large national debt of upwards 
of thirty million dollars existing, with an ex- 
hausted Treasury. The amount of the debt, he 
was told, was not so much as the sum at which 
he had stated it; but, he repeated, the obligations 
| of the Government were of that amount, though 
it was possible some portion might not be called 
for within the year. He also noticed the state 
of our commerce, and then the promises and pro- 
fessions of political parties, at various periods, 
|, for the promotion of the great interests of the 
country and the economical administration of its | 
government. He then went on to inquire what 
were the principles of the Democratic party ? 

Mr. PAYNE replied, perfect equality in all civil 
and political rights, between citizen and citizen— 
monopolies to none. 

Mr. MORSE continued, and wentoverthe broad 
|| ground of party differences, concluding with the 
_ motion to strike out half the proposed appropri- 
i| ation. : i ’ ; 
|| Mr. HAMLIN said it was, indeed, of little im- 
|| portance by what name things were called. Call 
| things by what name they pleased, principles, and 
|| principles alone, were the issue upon which they 

should act, and on which they should determine 
| all measures on which they were called to decide 
| and to deliberate. He cared not by what name 
| they called the government under which we live: 
|| he cared not whether it were despotic or demo- 
|| cratic in name—unless, indeed, its name were 

indicative of the opinions by which it was admin- 
|| istered. That government, call it by what name 
|| they pleased, which took from the earnings of the 
| laborer the smallest amount, and secured, at the 

same time, to the citizen the greatest amount of 

persona! liberty, and the rights of person and the 
|| rights of property, was the best government under 
|| heaven. He cared not, he repeated again, by what 
name they called it, so that it were one that ex- 
tended to the citizen, in person and in property, 


| 
| 


of the Army. 
Mr. MORSE, who was entitled to the : 
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| port of a in its various forms and func- 
|| tions. ‘That was the government, and such were 


| he would adhere, call them by what name soever 





drew Johnson, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Pres- 
ton King, Labranche, Leonard, Lewis, Lucas, McCauslen, | 
Maclay, McClelland, McClernand, McConnell, McDowell, | 
McKay, Mathews, Joseph Morris, Murphy, Norris, Owen, | 
- Payne, Pettit, Emery D. Potter, Purdy, Rathbun, David 8. | 

Reid, Reding, Relfe, Rhett, Roberts, St. John, Simpson, | 
Se | Slidell, Thomas Smith, Robert Smith, Steenrod, Stetson, 
- Stiles, Stone, Taylor, Thompson, Tibbatts, Tucker, Wel- 
is ler, Wentworth, Wheaton, Woodward, and Joseph A. | 
© Wright—84. 

NAYS—Messrs. Abbott, Adams, Ashe, Baker, Barringer, | 
Barnard, Bidlack, James Black, Brengle, Brodhead, Milton | 
Brown, Jeremiah Brown, Cary, Carroll, Catlin, Causin, | 
Clinch, Clingman, Collamer, Cranston, Darrah, Garrett | 
Davis, Richard D. Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Dickin- | 
son, Dillingham, Ellis, Farice, Fish, Foot, French, Gid- | 
dings, Byram Green, Grinnell, Grider, Hardin, Harper, 
Hays, Hoge, Hubbell, Hudson, Washington Hunt 
J. Ingersoll, Joseph K. Ingersoll, Jenks, Perley B. Johnson, j 
John P. Kennedy, Danie! P. King, Mclivaine, Marsh, Ed- 
ward J. Morris, ewton, Parmenter, Pat- 
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|| surplice of a priest; another in the attire and garb, 


taining not a single principle or safeguard which 
had entered into every system of bankruptcy which 
had ever been tolerated in any country. It was 
neither more nor less than a sponge to wipe out 
indebtedness; or, as the gentleman from Virginia 
had well said, a new way of paying old debts 
without means; and the same Congress, before 
its time had expired, so odious was the measure 
in the view of all honest men, were forced to re- 
peal the act. There was no man in the part of the 
county where he resided who would stand up in 
its favor; if any one should attempt it, he would 
not long be suffered to stand up. ‘ 

Mr. MORSE said that he made a speech in 
favor of that law, and yet he was returned to this 

ongress. 

Mr. HAMLIN said he had never heard of that 
speech before, nor did he believe it would bear at 


his life—but where he did not now recollect—a 
painting, which, as he gazed on it, he felt spoke 
from the ecxnvas an impressive lesson. It was a 
painting on which there was a representation of 
| the crowned head of a king; another figure in the 





_and with the stars and garters, of the knight. 
| There were likewise others in the more humble 
| garb of agriculturists and laborers; and if the can- 
| vas could have spoken what, perhaps, it was 
| designed to say, the individual who was repre- 
sented with the crowned head might have said, 
| “1 rule over all;”’ the priest might have said; ‘*I 
| pray for ail;’’ the soldier might have said, ‘I fight 
| for all;’’ and the more humble figures in the back 
| ground, the agriculturists and laborers, might say, 
| *T pay for all.” 
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ypon the question now, whatever might have 
his course at a former time. What the gen- 
n’s course was formerly, was one matter; | 
ghatit was NOW, Was another. Many of the party 
which the gentleman belonged, spoke and voted || 
ot that measure at one time, and afterwards spoke || 
* yoted against it; and the gentleman himself 
ae probably be placed in the same dilemma. 
He would like to know fro the gentleman how 
he would vote if now called upon to vote in refer- 
ence to that act. — . 
Mr. MORSE said the act had been repealed, it 
was true, but it had done its office. | 
Mr. HAMLIN continued. Ithad done its office | 
traly, and ng out manyanhonestdebt. This | 
was one of the leading measures of the Federal 
ty. And others equally flagitious followed in | 
ystrain. ‘The distribution act, the tariff, the black 
wrif—ay, black as midnight—the national bank, | 


! 
| 
| 
and the assumption of the State debts. | 

Qne of the professions of the party was, that || 
they would protect the laborer; and how had they 1 
*done this? By taxing hin. | 
The Whig party claimed to be, par excellence, || 
the friends of the laborer, while they taxed him || 
for the leather he treads beneath his feet and the || 
hat he wears on his head; and they would tax | 
him for the very air he breathed if they had the | 

wer to do so. Their object was to degrade 
shor, and to filch from it for the benefit of the 
capitalist; and this he would proceed to show, 
They proposed to distribute the proceeds of the || 
gies of the public lands among the States; and || 
whatever that amount might be, it answered for |! 
them adouble purpose. In the first place, the 
deficiency thus created must be supplied by tax- 
ation on the land—taxation on those necessary 
articles of living that entered into the consump- 
tion of the laboring man. What next? The 
States were to be relieved from their indebtedness, || 
and the consequent necessity of taxing property. || 
Now, he would ask if this was not a system to || 
relieve property from taxation, and to throw the | 
burden on individuals? It took away from the | 
Government the fund ceded to pay the revolu- |; 
tionary debt, and to tee fur the support of || 
the Government; and in doing so, had imposed | 


ee — 





the necessity of additional taxation on the neces- | 
saries of life, while at the same time it relieved || 
property from taxation. Was not this calculated || 
to degrade labor? If it was not, he did not know | 
what would. It was a measure calling on Maine, 
who was not indebted, to pay her proportion of 
the indebtedness of other States. He regretted 
as much as any man that so many of the States 
had been so improvident as to involve themselves 
in debt; but, as a matter of justice, he would ask 
if it would be right to impose taxes on the citi- 
zens of the non-indebted Sates to pay debts that 
they had no agency in creating? He answered 
that there was no responsibility resting on the 
citizens of Maine to contribute towards the debts 
of the other States, the creation of which they had 
no voice in. The injustice of such a measure 
stood out so palpably that an individual could 
scarcely be found who would excuse it. Yet they 
found the Whig party on that floor enacting the 
same thing in substance, and thus degrading the 
States to the condition of humble recipients of 
Government favor. 

He knew that one argument used in favor of | 

¢ measure was, that the lands belonged to the 
people of the States; and that they had a right to 
their proceeds to relieve themselves from debts. 
It was true that they did; but they were pledged 
for a distinct purpose, from which Congress had 
norighttodivertthem. So did this splendid tem- | 
ple in which Congress sat belong to the people | 
of the United States; and, by the same argument, | 
itmight be sold, and the proceeds distributed | 
among the States. Again: what was the next | 
measure which received the sanction of the Whig | 
Congress? It was the passage of the bill char- | 
tering a national bank. He had already made a 
(ateien from the Virginia address, in which 
they denied that the charter of a bank was the 
issue to be made by them; yet, false to every 
Promise they made, with hot haste they passed 
a bill chartering a national bank. Had they for- 
gotten so soon the influences which originated in 
that monster institution? All the industry of the 
country, its commerce, agriculture, and manufac- 
tures, had been prostrated by it; and yet the 
Whig party, in defiance of the lesson thus taught 


| 
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them, were for chartering another with more pow- 
er to do mischief. Had they soso soon forgotten 
that this institution undertook to control the des- 
tinies of the country? that it undertook to control 
its legislation? that it undertook to control the 
ballot-boxes? and that it undertook to control the 
press? Who did not recollect the cry that went 
from these walls and echoed throughout the coun- 
try when the Government deposits were removed? 

ho did not recollect that it was ** panic! panic!” 
here and through all parts of the nion! Who 
did not recollect the expansions and contractions 
of its circulation, and all for political effect, and 
how many unfortunate men were made to feel its 
power? j 
chants were prostrated and driven into bankrupt- 
cy? and when it fell, how many widows and or- 
phans were robbed of their all? 


pledges they made to the country, the Whigs of 
the Twenty-Seventh Congress came here and 
urged the passage of a bill through this and the 
other House creating an institution which would 
inflict the same evils on the country. 

Yet his colleague, after all this, talked of polit- 


ical consistency. Again: who did not know that | 


this same party descanted long and loudly on the 
control which, they said, the Independent Treas- 
ury act gave the Executive over the public funds; 
how they talked of the union of the purse and the 
sword? Yes, the act giving the Government the 
power to take care of its own funds, and which 
prevented corporations from speculating on them, 
they stigmatized as the union of the purse and 


sword; and repealed it, leaving the Treasury | 


without any legal enactments for its safe-keeping, 
and thus emphatically putting the purse and the 
sword in the hands of one individual. Again: 
they passed a tariff bill which, on a previous oc- 
casion, he had denounced as ‘‘ the black tariff ;’’ 


for it was designed, from the beginning, by those | 


who framed it, to filch money from the pockets 


of the people and put it into the pockets of certain | 


capitalists. He repeated, that the object of that 
bill was to legislate money into the pockets of a 
certain class, oyt of the pockets of the people. 

In the little time allotted to him, he could not 
resort to details; but let any man examine that 
act carefully and he would see the distinction that 
was made in favor of the capitalist and against | 
the agriculturist. He would see that while the | 
products of agriculture are protected by a duty of | 
from five to fifteen per cent., the manufactured | 
articles were protected by a duty of from thirty | 
to two hundred per cent. Was that protecting | 
labor? Why was this gross act of injustice per- | 

etrated? It was because the agricultural and | 
aboring classes were the last to come here and | 
beg for special favors; while the capitalists, more | 
active and more clamorous, were constantly on | 


the alert, and beseiging the doors of Congress in | 
They sought to | 
} 


search of additional bounties. Q 
enrich themselves at the expense of the rest of the 
community, and to degrade labor by shifting the 
burden of taxation on it. It was remarkable that, 
among all the writers on political economy, there 
never yet had been one willing to write an ele- 
mentary work, demonstrating that by adding to 
the prices of importations at the custom-houses, 
these prices would be reduced to the consumer. 
It was remarkable that noelementary writer had 
yet advanced the doctrine that high taxes con- 
duced to the prosperity of the people at large; yet 
the Whig party had made this grand discovery. 

{Here the Chairman’s mallet tell, announcing 
that Mr. Hamuin’s hour was eat 

Mr. HARALSON next obtained the floor, and 
observed that he did not propose to inflict on the 
House a party speech, nor—like the gentleman 
who had preceded him—go into the general dis- 
cussion of political topics unconnected with the 
subject under consideration. He purposed to con- 
fine himself, as far as he was able, to the question 
under consideration in committee. He had voted 
for the Army retrenchment bill, though many 
parts of it were highly objectionable to him, ‘be- 
cause he was anxious that retrenchment, in some 
form, should be carried out; but should the bill 
come back with amendments from the Senate, he 
hoped they would have an opportunity of getting 
rid of those objectionable features. He entirely 
dissented from that part of the bill which reduced 
so greatly the pay of some of the officers. They 
generally had no other means of support than 


When it contracted, how many mer- | 


Yet in despite | 
of this sad experience, and in violation of all the | 
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Il their pay, having devoted themselves exclusively 

to the profession of arms; and by the bill, if they 

had families, were left with a salary inadequate 

to their support. He thought that the officers of 
the Army were as much entitled to have families 
as any other citizens; and that men who were 
at all times ready to lay down their lives for their 
country, and who had important duties to per- 
form, should not be reduced so low as to be un- 

| able to provide comfortably for their wives and 

| children. 

|| He also objected to the portion which cut down 
|| the pay of the enlisted mechanics in the Army. 

|| He held that their pay was not sufficient under 

|| the ee reduction; and that, if they had 

families, the pay was insufficient for their support. 

He could not approve the doctrine that a man 

should resign because he enjoyed the privilege of 
a citizen in a family; but more especially he be- 
lieved that their pay should not be reduced. But, 
taking the bill as a whole, he was disposed to 
look over its many deficiencies, and he had thought 
|| proper to give it his support in the anticipation 
| and hope that the Senate would amend it, and 
send it back in a state more unexceptionable, and 
|| in a form in which it could receive - hearty ap- 
probation. That retrenchment was necessary, 
|| would be denied by few. One gentleman had, 
|| however, with some apparent triumph, referred 
] to the state of the Army in 1838, and its increase 
|| at that period from eight thousand to twelve thou- 
| sand men; and not only to an increase of men, 
| 











' but to an increase of pay to the amount now paid 
by law. This had been done, it was said, pre- 
|| paratory to a presidential election; but he could 
|| attribute it more properly, he thought, to other 
|| causes. The increase had taken place two years 
|| before the last presidential contest, and when 
|| property of every kind was of three times its 
'| present value; wages were higher, both to the 
phous and the mechanic; and it was a more 
reasonable conclusion that this increase of pay 
was made to suit the times. What had occa- 
sioned that state of things—whether it was an 
inflation of the currency, or what other cause— 
he would not stay to inquire; but the fact was as 
he had stated it, and land, and every other spe- 
cies of property, were at three times their present 
' value. The increase of the Army might be at- 
| tributable to the existence of the war in Florida— 
which, though it had continued some six or seven 
years, our most experienced generals had failed 
| to bring to a close; and hence an increase of the 
Army became necessary. 
Some explanations here ensued, in which Mr. 
WHITE and Mr. HARALSON took part. 
| Mr. HARALSON then continued; and, in re- 
| lation to the reduction of the Army in 1842, he 
reminded the House that it had been shown, by 
a gentleman from Ohio, [Mr. McDowext,} that 
it was the work of the Democratic, and not of the 
Whig portion of this House; for twelve Whigs 
|| only voted for it, and about eighty Democrats. 
He next spoke of the opinions of the Commander- 
| in-Chief as favorable to the reduction of the pay 
| of the Army, his own included. 
| Some conversation here ensued on this point, in 
|| which Messrs. McKAY, BARNARD, COLES, 
|| and others, took part. , 
'| Mr. HARALSON continued to speak in favor 
'| of the measure until he was apprised by the Chair- 
|| man that the time had arrived for the termination 
, of debate. 
| Mr. MORSE then withdrew his amendment; 
| and the question recurred on the pending amend- 
ment of the gentleman from North Carolina, [Mr, 
'| McKay,] offered a few days since, and published 
at the time. 
|| The amendment was agreed to. 
|| Mr. McKAY moved to strike out from the 
|| eighth to the twentieth line of the bill, inclusive; 
‘| which was agreed to, as was also another amend- 


tt 


ment of not very great importance. 








| 
| 
| 
} 





| 
| 





Mr. SLIDELL proposed an amendment for 
surveys in reference to the military defenses of 
the frontiers, inland and Atlantic, $10,000; and 
for military and geographical surveys west of the 
Mississippi river, $20,000. 

The armendment was rejected. 

Mr. McCONNELL, in obedience to instruc- 
tions from the Military Committee, moved to 
amend by inserting a provision appropriating 
$10,000 zs barracks in Florida. 

The amendment was rejected. 
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For furnishing suitable books for the use of the soldiers, 
gious. 


The amendment was rejected. 
Mr. BOYD, in obedience, he said, to instruc- 


proposed the following amendment in relation to 
the military post at Newport, Kentucky: 


And be it further enacted, That the Secretary of War be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to purchase, for the use and 
in the name of the United States, so much ground, not ex- 
ceeding two acres, at and adjoining the barracks at New- 
port, in the State of Kentucky, as he may deem necessary 
for the convenience and safety of the said post. 

And be it further enacted, That the sum of $15,500 be 
appropriated for the purchase of said ground, and for the 
further purpose of repairing the present buildings, and erect- 
ing any others that may be necessary at said post: Pro- 
vided, ‘That the sum appropriated for the purchase of the 


The following amendment was offered: 
Hi 





additional ground shall not exceed the sum of $5,500 for | 


the whole of the twu acres proposed to be purchased ; and 


if the tide cannot be obtained for all of said ground, then he | 


may purchase lots nuniber 4, 5, 6, 32, and 33, at a sum not | 


exceeding $4,900. 


On the question of the adoption of this amend- 
ment tellers were appointed; who, having counted 
the votes, repoced 1 in the affirmative, and 47 
in the negative. 

So the amendment was adopted. 


By Mr. HARPER: The petition of John Hammond and || 


twenty-four other citizens of Guernsey county, Ohio; the 


ti . 
| ' > 
petition of James Knox and nineteen others, citizens of said || Commerce, to which was referred House 


township and county; the petition of Samuel A. Fulton 
and fifty-three others, citizens of Westland, in said county ; 
and the petition of G. D. Stout and fifty-one others, citi- 


: ; eye ; || zensof said townshi ounty, remonstrating against re- 
tions from the Committee on Military Affairs, || ; pand county, 5 


pealing or disturbing the present tariff. 

By Mr. MORRIS, of Pennsylvania: The petition of Wil- 
liam Greaves and forty-six others, and of H. Wetherald and 
thirty-nine others, asking for a reduction of the duty on 
sugar. 

Also, the petition of A. Barrows and others, against the 
repeal or modification of the tariff of 1842, as tending to the 
derangement of currency and the confusion of business. 

By Mr. HUNT, of New York: The remonstrances of 
one hundred and fifty two citizens of Niagara county, New 
York, and of fifty-six citizens of Allegany county, New 
York, against any reduction of the present tariff. 

By Mr. FISH: The petition of Robert Furlong, for a 
pension. Also, the petition of Susan Bruin, for a pension. 

Also, the memorial of underwriters in the city of New 
York, in relation to the fortifications of the Gulf of Mexico. 

By Mr. MefLVAINE: ‘The remonstrance of John B. 
Cheesman and ninety-nine others, citizens of Chester coun- 
ty, Pennsylvania, against any alteration of the present tariff, 


|| “whieh has more than realized the best expectations of its 


| 


friends.”’ 

By Mr. WENTWORTH: The remonstrance of sixty- 
eight citizens of Chicago, against the admission of Texas 
into this Union; which was referred to the Committee on 
Foreign Affairs. 

By Mr. BIDLACK: The proceedings of a meeting of the 
citizens of Columbia county, Pennsylvania, in favor of the 


Mr. CROSS proposed the following amend- || present tariff and against the proposed change. 


ment; which was rejected: 

Amend by adding at the end of the bill: 

For completing barracks, quarters, &c., at Fort Towson, 
west of Arkansas, $3,000. ; 

For completing barracks, quarters, &c., at Fort Smith, 
Arkansas, #30,000. 

For continuing the building and repairing of barracks, 
quarters, &c., at Fort Gibson, in addition to the appropri- 
ation of last year, $12,500. 

For completing barracks, quarters, &c., at Fort Jesup, 
Louisiana, $4,000. 

Sec. 2. nd be it further enacted, That $39,416 of the 
amount heretofore appropriated by the acts of l4th May, 
1836, and 3d of March, 1839, for forts, barracks, &c., on the 
Arkaneas and western frontier, and transferred to the sur- 
plus fund, be, and the same are hereby, reapprupriated, to 


close Outstanding accounts for expenses already incurred | 


for the erection of barracks, &c., at Fort Smith. 


Mr. HARALSON proposed an appropriation 


purpose of fortification at the mouth of the Sa- 
vannah river. 
The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. HALE proposed to amend by inserting: 

Provided, That the headquarters of the Army shall not 
be within the District of Columbia. 

~The amendment was rejected. 


Mr. PATTERSON proposed an appropriation 
of $15,000 to commence the erection of a fort at 
the harbor of New York. 

The amendment was rejected. 


On motion of Mr. DROMGOOLE, the com- 
mittee then rose and reported the bill and the 
amendments which had been agreed to by the 
committee. 

_Mr. C. JOHNSON moved the previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded; and the 
main question ordered to be now put. 

The question was then taken upon the amend- 
ments reported by the committee; and they were 
agreed to. 

The question was put on the engrossment of the 
bill, and decided in the affirmative. 

The bill was then read the third time, and passed; 
and the House adjourned. 





The following petitions, presented to-day, were handed 
to the reporters by the members presenting them : 

By Mr. CALDWELL: The petition of Mrs. Catharine 
Gale, of Lincoln county, Kentucky ; which was referred 
to the Committee on Revolutionary Claims. 

By Mr. PHOENIX: The petition of J. D. Wyckoff, pray- 
ing to be paid for articles furnished the New York custom- 
rouse, 

By Mr. CARY: The petition of William Bromaghin, for 
a pension ; which was referred to the Committee on Invalid 
Pensions. 

By Mr. RELFE: The petition of the citizens of St. Gen- 
evieve, Missouri, asking Congress to make appropriations 
for the improvement of the western rivers ; which was re- 
— to the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


By Mr. HUGHES: The petition of James C. Noel and 
twenty-eight others, citizens of the State of Missouri, ask- 
ing Congress to donate certain lands to them, the money to 
enter which they deposited with William Wright, receiver 
of the jand office at Palmyra, Missouri, but said William 
Wright failed to use the money fur that » and ap- 
propriated it to his own use; and further ask, if this relief 
cannot be given, that Congress may grant them the right of 
preémption upon any enappropdanee tenth, with the priv- 
ilege of paying tor We same within five years. 


| 


| 
ti 


| 
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Tvespay, -2pril 16, 1844. 


Mr. BATES presented a remonstrance of sixty- 
four citizens of brook field, Massachusetts, against 
i the annexation of Texas to the United States; 
which was referred to the Committee on Foreign 
Relations. 

Mr. CHOATE presented a memorial from 
James Richardson and others, of Dedham, Mas- 
sachusetts, remonstrating against the passage of 
an international copyright law; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. PHELPS presented a memorial from 


'| Charles M. Keller, asking that the Commissioner 


of $1,000 for the purchase of the island for the || of Patents may be authorized to grant him a patent 


for a certain invention, which that officer is pro- 
hibited from doing whilst he (Keller) isemployed 
in that office; which was referred to the Commit- 
| tee qn Patents and the Patent Office. 

Also, a memorial from two hundred and five 
| citizens of Pittsford, Vermont, and one from 
| citizens of Troy, Orleans county, Vermont, pro- 
| testing against the annexation of Texas to the 
United States; which were referred to the Com- 

mittee on Foreign Relations. 

Also, a memorial from one hundred and seven 
citizens of Pittsford, Vermont, against the pro- 
posed modification of the tariff. Also, a memo- 
rial of like character from Willoughby, Vermont; 
which were referred to the Committee on Finance. 
| Mr. TAPPAN presented two memorials of 
| citizens of the country of Brown, Ohio, and the 

roceedings of a public meeting of citizens of 

ipley, same county and State, against the an- 
nexation of Texas to the United States; which 
| were ordered to lie on the table. 

Mr. STURGEON presented five several memo- 
rials, numerously signed by citizens of the State 
of Pennsylvania, remonstrating against any in- 
terference with the present tariff; which were 
referred to the Committee on Finance. 

Mr. BAYARD presented a memorial, signed 
by one hundred and fifty highly respectable in- 
habitants of Seneca county, Ohio, remonstrating 
against any change in the existing tariff law. 
The memorialists represent that that law has pro- 
duced most beneficial effects in securing them a 
home market, and that goods have been purchased 











| 
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was referred to the Committee on Finance. 


; 

|| atas low a rate as they have ever been; which 
| 

| 


| 
| 
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REPORTS FROM COMMITTEES. 


Mr.JARNAGIN reported back withoutamend- 
ment, and with a recommendation that it be indef- 
initely postponed, House bill for the relief of Sally 
McCraw. The report accompanying was ordered 
te bz printed. z ; 

Mr. FOSTER, from the Committee on Claims, 
reported a bill for the relief of Pierre Menard, 
Josiah T. Betts, Jacob Feamaun, and Edmund 
Roberts, of the State of Illinois, surcties of Felix 
St. Vrain, late Indian agent, deceased; which was 
read, and ordered to asecond reading. The report 
accompanying was ordered to be printed. 
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Mr. HUNTINGTON, from the Committee 
bil! to 
tritor 


district, 


establish a new collection district in the Te 
of Florida, to be called the Suwannee 
reported the same back without amendmen; and 
with a recommendation that it be indefinitely ; ; 
poned; accompanied by the following reso inns 
Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be in . 
to institute inquiries as to the trade and commerce a” 
and domestic, of the Gulf of Mexico, between the ae 
St. Marks and Charlotte bay, and especially at or near the 


Cedar Keys; and that he report to the Sen 
session, the facts he shall obtain Opin te nex 


with his opi 
expediency of the establishment of anew collection dint” 


with a port of entry at Cedar Keys. 


SAC AND FOX INDIANS, 


The bill entitled “*An act to repeal an act direc, 
ing the survey of the northern line of the reserys, 
tion of the half breeds of the Sac and Fox tribe 
of Indians by the treaty of August, 1824,”, 
proved March 4, 1843, was taken up. P 

After a few remarks by Messrs. ATCHIsSoy 
and HUNTINGTON, in explanation and in sup. 
port of its provisions, the bill was read the third * 
time, and passed. 


POSTAGE—-FRANKING PRIVILEGE. 


On motion of Mr. MERRICK, the Post Office 
bill was taken up a8 in Committe of the Whole 
Mr. MERRICK said he believed the question 
ending was on the amendment proposed by the 
Senuter from New Hampshire, (Mr. ome 
The PRESIDING OFFICER stated that the 
amendment of that Senator was to strike out the 
word ‘‘ double,”’ in the sixteenth line of the first 
section, and to insert ‘* fifty per cent. more than,” 
(The effect of this amendment would be to make 
the postage of every additional quarter of an 
ounce over the half ounce chargeable with single 
postage; half as much more as the single post- 


ae 
r. MERRICK objected to the amendment, 
chiefly on the ground of making a reduction on 
the rates of postage proposed by the bill. ‘The 
minimum rate had been fixed on half an ounce 
weight, which was ascertained to be quite lati- 
tude enough for any ordinary sheet of writing 
aper. It had also been ascertained that thin 
letter paper weighed less than a quarter of an 
ounce. Double postage for three fourths of an 
ounce would, therefore, be in accordance with the 
rinciple of obtaining revenue from double letters. 
He trusted the amendment would not be adopted, 
as it would be agreat risk, and would really afford 
very little relief. 

Mr. WOODBURY was surprised at the Sen- 
ator’s opposition to the amendment, which had 
for its object to make the bill conform to the gen- 
eral principle upon which it was based, that of 
charging postage according to weight. This was 
a just principle, supported by the analogies of 
an countries, such as England, France, and 
Prussia, where double postage was chargeable 
only on double weights. His wish was to have 
the bill restored to the correct principle. 

Mr. MERRICK remarked that heretofore dou- 
ble postage was charged upon a second slip of 
paper; the present proposition would be a great 
concession, for the number of slips or sheets of 
paper would not be charged as before, but on! 
the weight. His principal objection to the amend- 
ment was, that it would have the effect of causing 
a considerable reduction in the receipts of postage 
expected by the bill. 

The question on the amendment was put by the 
Chair; but a quorum not voting, 

Mr. MERRICK rose and made a minute ex- 
planation of the proposition, with a view of en- 
abling the Senate to vote understandingly on the 

uestion. , 

Mr. ALLEN suggested that this being a bill 
which proposed a very important change in the 
practice of the Government, it appeared to him 
that it ought not to be taken up and discussed 

iece-meal during the morning hour. It would 
much better to put it on the general orders ,and 
let it obtain the consideration of a whole day. — 

It was here —— that such was the posi- 
tion which the bill now occupied. 

The amendment was adopted—ayes 17, noes 
15. ‘ 

Mr. WOODBURY suggested another amend- 
ment. He did not mean to press it, unless ac- 
ceptable to the chairman of the Post Office Com- 
mittee. Under the bill, as it stands, the leas’ 
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ceive evidence, and decide upon the fact. 


jundred miles. He thought ifa short distance 
vas subjected to only three cents, say for ten or 
ffieen miles, it would increase the revenue con- 
iderably, becouse it would cause many letters 
: by hand to be sent by mail. 

ERRICK agreed that, in many in- 
gances, the number of letters would probably be 
increased ; yet, 
ceed the gain. ; . , 

Mr. OODBURY said that, as his suggestion 

was not approved of by the chairman of the Post | 
Office Committee, he would not press it. 


t 
pow sen 
r. M 


on the whole, the loss would ex- 


Mr. MERRICK moved to amend the bill in 
the sixth section by striking out, ‘*be punished 
bya fine of not less than fifty dollars, and with 
ipstant dismissal from his office,’’ (relating to 
false indorsement of * official business”’ on franks 
made by deputy postmasters, ) and inserting “‘ for- 
git and pay $300;”’ and also to make a corre- 
sponding alteration at the end of the section. 

The amendment was adopted. 


He also moved to amend the bill in section ten, 
line twenty, by striking out the end of the section | 
rescribing the mode of recovering the penalty 
of $100 for carrying mail matter outside of the 
mail, (his object being to concentrate, in a new | 
section, all provisions relating to penalties.) 

The amendment was adopted. 


He also moved to amend section eleven, line 
seventeen, by striking out all relating to the mode 
of recovering the fine of $100, to be levied on 
yehicles or vessels carrying mail matter other than 
relating to cargo, (on the same ground as pre- 
ceding amendment. 

The amendment was adopted. 


He next moved to strike out, in same section, 
from twenty-seventh line, (also relating to the 
same penalty. ) 

The amendment was adopted. 


He next moved to strike out of section thirteen 
the conclusion, (relating in like manner. to the 
mode of prosecuting private expresses. ) 

The amendment was adopted. 


‘He next moved to strike out the whole of the 
fourteenth section, relating to foreign vessels 
carrying mail matter from one port of the United 
States to another; the existing law being sufficient 
on that point. 

The amendment was adopted. 


He next moved to amend the bill by adding as 
an additional section: 
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That all pecuniary penalties and forfeitures incurred 
under this act shall be one half for the use of the person or 
persons informing and prosecuting for the same, and the 
other half to the use of the United States, and shall be paid 
ower to the Postmaster General, and accounted for by him 
4 other moneys of the Department. And ail causes of action 
arising under this act may be sued, and all offenses against 
thisact may be prosecuted, before the justices of the peace, 
magistrates, or other judicial courts of the several States, 
and of the several ‘Territories of the United States, they 
having competent jurisdiction by the laws of such States 
and Territories to the trial of claims and demands of as 
great value, and of the prosecutions where the punishments 
ae of as great extent; and such justices, magistrates, or 
judiciary shall take cognizance of and proceed to judgment 
and execution, as in other cases. 


Mr. MERRICK observed that the Senate would 
perceive the object was to include in one section 
all relating to the prosecution and recovery of pen- 


alues, which had been stricken out of the preceding 
sections, 


The amendment was adopted. 


He next moved to amend the bill, by adding the 
following as an additional section: 


That it shall be the duty of the Postmaster General, in 
all future lettings of contracts for the transportation of the 
mail,to let the same, in every case, to. the lowest bidder, 
tendering sufficient guarantees for faithful performance, 
Without other reference to the mode of such transportation 
than may be necessary to provide for the due celerity, eer- 
tainty, and security of such transportation. Nor shall any 
new contractor, hereafter, be required to purchase out, or 
‘ake at u valuation, the stock or vehicles of any previous 
contractor for the same route. And all advertionebats 
made under the orders of the Postmaster General, in a 
fewspaper or newspapers, of letters uncalled for in any 
post office, shall be inserted in the paper or papers of the 
town or place where the office advertising may be situated 
having the largest eirculation, provided the editor or edi- 
tors of such paper or papers shall agree to insert the same 

Ta price not greater than now fixed by law ; and in case 

Qnestion or dispute as to the «mount of the circulation 
of any papers, the editors of which may desire this adver- 
Using, it shall be the duty of the Postmaster General to re- 


ct EEA 


He stated that the object was to put an end to 
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the practise of paying exorbitantly for the trans- 
portation of the mail for the sake of putting stages 
on many routes where the rate of travel does not 
warrant the expense of keeping up stages. He 
understood that between two and three hundred 
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|| to the amendment. 


j 


thousand dollars annually was paid away in this | 


manner, which could be saved to the Department 
if authorized to send the mai? in some cheaper 
way than by stages, which are not able to sup- 


port themselves by the fare of travelers. Another | 


object was, to change the arvens of advertising 
by which a condition is made that the successful 


bidder shall take the stock of the previous con- || 


tractor. 


es to the old contractor, because no one | 


feels disposed to take an old stock at a price to be 


fixed either by agreement or by the Department. | 
It wasexpected that thealteration proposed would 


operate best for the interests of the Department. 
Another was, to regulate the mode of advertising 
letters. According to the present practice, it 
sometimes happens that the advertisements are 
made in newspapers of small circulation, the con- 
sequence of which is, that the end proposed is not 
attained. The provision now offered would secure 
the insertion of such advertisements in newspa- 
pers of the largest circulation in the vicinity of 
the post offices. 

The amendment was adopted. 

He next moved to amend the nineteenth sec- 
tion, in the fifth line, in relation to newspapers, 
by striking out ** week”’ and inserting ‘* month.’’ 
The object was to include a very valuable class 
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- sance for the smallest rate of postage was one | 
| 
| 


This is found to operate so as to give a || 


of public journals published at longer intervals | 


than one week, and to place them on the same 1 


footing as other newspapers. 
The amendment was adopted. 


Mr. BREESE proposed offering a few amend- | 


ments to this bill. The first was, at the end of 
the sixth section, to insert a 


deputy postmasters whose chief compensation for 


roviso by which | 


the trouble of kee ing post offices was the frank- 


ing privilege, might, in consideration of contin- 


uing and exercising that privilege, relinquish any | 


claim to pecuniary reward. Mr. B. explained the 
necessity of having some such provision, to avoid 
the breaking up of small post office establish- 


ments, of great convenience to the country, but | 


not productive of revenue enough to the Depart- 
ment to justify the pay of adequate salaries. 


Mr. MERRICK hoped the amendment would 


not be adopted; because the franking peviege | 


was the chief thing cried out against by the whole 
country. It was a thing which appeared to be so 
odious to the people, that all the petitions which 
had come to Congress exclaimed most particu- 
larly against it. 
be to compensate, in money, postmasters whose 
services are considered indispensable; but they 
should not be allowed the franking privilege. 
The ainendment was rejected. 


Mr. WRIGHT observed that, some days ago, |! 
when the bill was under discussion, he had sent || 


to the Chair an amendment, which he would now ‘| ago, that they had not a memorial before the 


callup. He moved to amend the bill by striking 
out the eighth section, and inserting, as a substi- 
tute, the following: 


Sec.8. The President and Secretary of the Senate, and 
the Speaker and Clerk of the House of Representatives, 
may receive through the mail, free of postage, during any 
session of Congress, any petitions, memorials, or other doc- 
uments, written or printed, addressed to Congress, or to 
either ry 
gress, or of either House thereof, or of any committee ot 
either House of Congress, and directed to be laid before 
Congress, or before either House thereof, or before any 
committee of either House. 


Mr. WRIGHT said it would be seen that the | 


eighth section was that which regulated the frank- 
ing privilege of members of Congress, upon the 
one side, which gave them the right to receive 
communications free of postage; and, instead of 
moving to strike out all that, he had preferred to 
retain such a provision as would enable the con- 
stituents of members to send petitions and com- 
munications relating to the business of Congress 
and its committees, to the Presiding Officer, or 
Clerk of either Houde, instead of sending them 
directly to the members. He was not tenacious 
of having the amendment in that precise form. 
His object was to make the proposition, and take 
the sense of the Senate upon it. 

Mr. FOSTER asked if the amendment proposed 
to take away from members of Congress the frank- 


ing privilege? 


The best and fairest way would | 


ouse thereot, or relating to the business of Con- | 


Sane naneaeaprmanatantin 


| 


| Mr. WRIGHT answered that it did. 
Mr. FOSTER observed that he was opposed 
He explained his reasons. 
| The franking privilege was of more consequence 
| to the people than to members of Congress. He 
| believed the benefits resulting from it to the pub- 
lic at large, were inestimabie. By means of it, 
general intelligence of the utmost consequence 
was diffused through the constituency of Con- 
gress. He believed it generally happened that 
members of Congress sought out such of their 
| constituents for sending speeches and documents 
| to as were in remote places, and, in a great méas- 
ure, shut out from newspaper intelligence. In 
view of the franking privilege being a privilege of 
| the greatest importance to the people, he should 
oppose every proposition to abolish it. 
Mr. WRIGHT did not design to protract the 
discussion, at present, upon any portion of this 
| bill. The remarks of the honorable Senator from 
‘Tennessee [Mr. Foster] referred,as he [Mr. F.] 
would see by looking to it, principally to the next 
section of the bill. He did not complain that they 
were not pertinent, for they would be so very 
soon, if they were not now; as he designed very 
soon proposing to strike the ninth segtion out, 
yet the motion which he now made acted clearly 
upon the matter which came to members of Con- 
gress from their constituents, and not upon that 
which was sent to them. He had omitted, and 
should omit, any remarks upon the other side of 
the question, until the ninth section should come 
under consideration, because, by separating the 
two sides, this privilege could be considered quite 
as clearly. For himself, leaving open the privi- 
| lege of sending such matter as related to public 
business and duties free of postage, he did not 
think that their constituents had a very deep in- 
terest in sending much to either body that was not 
free of postage. Those who wrote to him, or who 
| would write to him, knowing that he would have 
to pay postage, would very naturally limit their 
correspondence, and thus relieve him from many 
| letters and communications which he was in the 
habit of receiving every day. 

The Senator said, however, that this franking 
privilege to members of Congress was nota priv- 
ilege to them—and in that remark he concurred 
most fully—but was a privilege extended by them 
to the people. It might be so; but he thought 
members of Congress should not force a privilege 
of this sort upon them against their will; and, so 
| far as he knew, this action of Congress was sup- 
| posed to be in obedience to the strong expression 
of public opinion against the existing Post Office 
regulations. Within his own observation, that 
public opinion had expressed itself so clearly and 
unequivocally upon no other point as against the 
franking privilege, and not that privilege in the 
hands of postmasters any more than in the hands 
of members of Congress. He understood from 
the honorable chairman of the Committee on the 
| Post Office and Post Roads, [Mr. Merrick,] in 


| the remarks made by that Senatora few moments’ 


' committee which did not make one of its burdens 
the abolition or material curtailment of this priv- 
| ilege. If, therefore, that was the public opinion 
and the will of the people, whose privilege this 
was, he hoped his friend from Tennessee would 
go with his motion, 

Mr. FOSTER wished to know whether there 
was a very large number of memorials calling for 
the abolition of the franking privilege; and if there 
was, from what sections of the country they came. 
He apprehended it would be found that they came 
from the large commercial cities, and not from 
the mass of the people in the country. He argued 
at considerable fength in favor of retaining the 
franking privilege, as a valuable means of dissem- 
rege gaia congressional information to 
the people. 

r. MERRICK said that, when he last summed 
up the memorialists against the — privi- 
lege, they amounted to about ten thousand; since 
oh five thousand might be added. There were 
also resolutions from eight of the State Legisla- 
tures calling for its abolition. With regard to 
the pending motion, he had only to say, that his 
friend from New York [Mr. Wricur) proposed 
to go much further in regard te the abolition of 
the franking privilege than the Post Office Com- 
mittee thought necessary or desirable at the pres- 
ent moment. He explained the existing law as 
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to the establishment of new post offices and dis- 
continuance of others, 
nding amendment, which he read. 


e seen that the committee did not approve of | 


going so far. It might do very well if it was de- 
sirable to confine the communication between 


members of Congress and their constituents to || 
mere matter of actual legislation. But there were | 


many subjects indirectly bearing upon legislation, 
which never came to be operated upon, and yet 
it was highly necessary that, even in regard to 
absolute subjects of legislation, these indirect 
communications should be permitted. He cited 
the fact of the innumerable communications ad- 
dressed to himself as chairman of the Post Office 
Committee, which afforded him greatand import- 
ant information, though not one of them sepa- 
rately could be made a subject of direct legisla- 
tion. 

Mr. FOSTER admitted the respectability of 
the authorities cited by the chairman of the Post 
Office Committee, as remonstrating against the 
franking privilege; yet they were only compara- 
tive. Eight States out of twenty-six were, to be 
sure, one third; and ten or fifteen thousand citi- 
zens of the United States were, doubtiess, a re- 
spectablé body; but they form a very small por- 
tion of the seventeen or eighteen millions of the 
people of the country. He felt compelled to call 
for a division of the question on the motion to 
strike out and insert. 

After a few explananions between Messrs. 
WRIGHT, FOSTER, and MERRICK as to the 
effect of calling for a division of the question, it 
was suggested that the object the Senator from 
Tennessee had in view would be best attained by 
waiting for the motion to strike out another sec- 
tion of the bill relating to the franking privilege. 

Mr. FOSTER, at this suggestion, withdrew his 
call for a division of the question, 

Mr. WRIGHT made a few observations in 
reply to the Senator from Tennessee, and further 
urged the propriety of so limiting the franking 

rivilege as to confine it literally to matters of 
ee operation, and to place it within the 


control of the presiding officers of both Llouses of 


’ 
Congress. 


Mr. ALLEN inquired whether communica- 


tions, sent through the President or Secretary of |) 


the Senate, and sealed, would have to be opened 
and examimed by the President or Secretary? 


Mr. WRIGHT said his design was that noth- || 


ing should be sent in this way but what was proper 


to be opened and examined by the presiding offi- || 


cers. 

Mr. ALLEN suggested that it would be a very 
inconvenient and unpleasant duty to impose on 
the presiding officers, inasinuch as they would 
have to wade through much that was private, for 


the sake of ascertaining what related to public mat- || 


ters. He saw no reason why the honor of a Sen- 
ator should not be intrusted with the discrimina- 
tion between what was addressed to him asa public 


‘matter and what as a private affair of his own. 


He should be intrusted with the right of getting 
such postage as related to public business charged 
to the public, and such as related to himself to his 
oWn private account, 

Mr. WRIGH Texplained that the Senator from 
Ohio misconceived his object. It was not to au- 
thorize communications to be addressed person- 
ally to Senators, through sealed communications, 
indorsed to the presiding officers. His object was 
to authorize only communications addressed to 
the body uself, or to one of its committees, to 
come postage free; not to authorize, by any covert 
mode, personal communications to Senators. 


Mr. WOODBURY stated that he conceived the i be the effect. 


object was to take away the personal franking 
privilege of members of Congress. 

Mr. WRIGHT observed that such was his ob- 
ject. 

The yeas and nays having been demanded, 
were ordered; and the question being taken, re- 
sulted—yeas 5, nays 35; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Atchison, Atherton, Fairfied, Tappan, 
and Wright—5. 

NAYS—Messrs. Allen, Bagby, Barrow, Bates, Bayard, 
Breese, Choate, Clayton, Colquitt, Crittenden, Evans, Fos- 
ter, Francis, Fulton, Hannegan, Haywood, Henderson, 


Hager, Jarnagin, McDuffie, Mangum, Merrick, Miller, 
Morehead, Pearce, Phelps, Porter, Semple, Sevier, Sim- 


mons, Sturgeon, Upham, White, Woodbridge, and Wood- | 


bury — i). 


So the amendment was rejected. 


He then reverted to the | 
It would | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. — 


|| Mr. BREESE moved to amend the third sec- 
tion, by adding: 


|| That every deputy postmaster @hall return postage on 
receiving proof that an overcharge of postage was made, 
whether the letter be opened in the post office or not. 


Mr. MERRICK explained the existing prac- 
tice, and showed that the proposed rates of post- 
age being by weight, no such case could arise as 
supposed. The amendment was therefore un- 
| necessary. 

Mr. BREESE withdrew his amendment. 

Mr. WRIGHT moved to strike out the ninth 
section, which relates to the substitute of a cer- 
tain number of free stamps to each member of 
| Congress in lieu of the privilege of stamping his 
own letters. He should very much have liked to 
have been able to carry both of his amendments, 
| but so large a majority differed from him on the 

first, that he apprehended even the second, though 
| the most important, would not be acceptable. It 
related to the substitute proposed for franking the 
vast amount of free matter now ccanausitied by 
| the mail. 
He called for the yeas and nays; and they were 
| ordered. 
| Mr. SEVIER inquired whether, if this section 
was stricken out, the franking privilege would 
remain. 

Mr. WRIGHT said not at all. 

Mr. SEVIER made a few observations as to 
the weight of mail matter carried at present by the 
mail, and showed that, besides the mail, passen- 
| gers had always been carried by the stages, which 
| showed that the weight never was so excessive as 








supposed, 
Mt r. MERRICK observed that the section pro- 
| posed to be stricken out was that portion of the 
Pit which preserved, in a modified form, the frank- 
|| ing privilege of members of Congress. By a pre- 
|| ceding section, the franking privilege, as it now 
|| exists, was abolished; and those two sections, the 
|| eighth and ninth, were then inserted by the com- 
|| mittee, for the purpose of restoring, in a modified 
|| form, so much of the franking privilege as would 
|| be sufficient to cover the public business, which 
members of Congress should be charged with. 
| And it was thought by the committee that the 
| mode now proposed in the bill was the least ex- 
ceptionable that could be adopted. [To show 
the extent of the revenue to be saved, he read 
|| from the committee’s report the passages which 
| were quoted on the first discussion of the bill, 
| and which it is not deemed necessary here to 
republish. ] 
| By this report it appeared that, last year, mail 
| matter which, if charged, would amount to 
| $367,000, went free under the whole of the frank- 
| Ing privilesy, and only to the amount of $31,000 
'franked by members of Congress. The great 
object was to make the extent to which each mem- 
| ber of Congress could use the franking privilege 
| certain and known. It could not go beyond fifty 
| cents a day for each member; and to that extent 
|| it would be their privilege to do what they pleased 
| with it. The public would, however, be satisfied 
| that no abuse of the franking privilege could go 
| beyond that extent. 

Mr. SEVIER suggested to his friend from New 
York [Mr. Wrigut] to first move to strike out 
the fifth section, (that repealing the franking priv- 

| ilege granted by the act of 3d March, 1825.) 

| Mr. WRIGHT observed that, if his motion as 
to the ninth section first was tried, and failed, the 

| motion to strike out the fifth section could be next 

| tried; and if successful, the ninth section would, 

| of course, fall to the ground. 


Mr. MERRICK said such, of course, would 


Mr. HAYWOOD took it for granted that the 


|| ground taken in relation to the necessity of abat- 


ing or abolishing the franking privilege was, that 
| the people had decided that members of Congress 
had abused the franking privilege. 
| where was the proof of all this? Correct inform- 
| ation should first be obtained as to the abuses, if 
| any actually do exist, and then legislation should 
be shaped so as to correct these abuses. He 
should vote fur striking out this ninth section, for 


at all than to have it jn the form proposed, It 
would be the ratification, by legislation, of a sus- 
picion or supposition entertained by a few per- 
sons that members of Congress had abused a priv- 
ilege attached to the dignity of their station. He 


| 
| 
| 
| 
} 
| 
| 


He asked | 


he would rather not have the franking privilege | 
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objected to legislating upon the assumption tha 
| ry were not fit to be intrusted with the Privilege 
| of free communication with their constituents : 


Mr. MERRICK replied, the bill only proposed 





to pass a law, leaving the proper Departm. 
carry itout. Such had io the course ina 
tion to all Post Office laws hitherto adopted by e 
Government. In relation to the franking ug 
lege, the proposition was not that members at 
Congress should go to the Postmaster Race 
and ask him for a pass to write a letter, |, 
| making a command that a subordinate should . 
nish, for the convenience of members of Congress 
such facilities as were required for their leer 
spondence. The object of the whole bill was to 
meet public opinion by such a reduction of post. 
age as would insure an increase of the source of 
revenue necessary to sustain the Department, Hy, 
read from the Post Office Committee’s report the 
general observations in relation to the frankins 
privilege. ’ 
Mr. PHELPS was desirous of bringing the 
Senate to a direct vote on this question, His de. 
| sign in rising was to obtain that end. The fifth 
section proposed to abolish the present frankins 
| privilege altogether; the eighth section proposed 
to restore so much of the franking privilege as 
relates to the reception of communications; and 
the ninth section relates to the limitation of the 
franking privilege in transmitting communics. 
tions. "rhe Senate had already refused, on the 
motion of the Senator from New York, to strike 
out the eighth section. He described the differ. 
ence between the propositions of the bill in rela. 
tion to the franking privilege and the existing 
privilege. He moved to amend the amendment 
proposed by the Senator from New York, by sub- 
stituting an amendment, which, virtually, would 
be a restoration of the privilege to the full extent 
it was now enjoyed. He did this merelyas a test 
to obtain the sense of the Senate on this point, 
He agreed with the Senator from Tennessee, 
(Mr. Fosrer,] that it was indispensable for the 
perpetuity of our institutions, that the freest and 
fullest communication should exist between the 
| people and the Representatives; and that the 
| doings of Congress should be scattered over every 
| portion of the country. The franking privilege 
| was not a subject of grievance to the mass of the 
people. He was for retaining it, to the fullest 
extent, as an important privilege of the people, 
|| Nothing would be gained by suppressing this 
privilege. The mass of documents sent by it 
would not be sent at all if subject to postage; so 
| that not a cent more revenue would be gained by 
the Department. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER remarked that 
the pending motion was to strike out, and did not 
admit of a motion.to amend. 

Mr. PHELPS withdrew his motion for the 
present. 

Mr. FOSTER understood, from the vote al- 
ready taken, that a large majority of the Senate 
was opposed to the abolition of the franking priv- 
ilege; but it was not thence to be supposed that 
some modification was not necessary; it might 
be desirable to abate abuses which actually do 
exist. ' 

|| Looking to the great extent of the franking 
privilege enjoyed by the heads and subordinates 
of Departments—who, having large salaries, are 
sufficiently compensated for their services with- 
out the privilege of sending or receiving letters, 

|| on their private business, free of postage—he be- 

'| lieved considerable modification was called for. 
He should therefore move to amend the fifth 
section, by inserting a proviso remodeling the 
existing privilege. It would be seen that this 
brought up the question how far Congress was 
willing to go in the reform of abuses known 0 
exist. He supposed a majority of the Senate was 
quite willing to go thus far; whether they would 
go for the bill itself, was a matter yet to be de- 
cided. For hisown part, he was not prepared to 

|| give it his vote. ; 

| Mr. CRITTENDEN asked what the pending 

| question was? . 

|| Mr. MERRICK explained that it was on strik- 

‘| ing out the ninth section. ; 

|| Mr. CRITTENDEN said, then the question 

|| was, whether this matter of substituting an allow- 

|| ance of free covers for the present franking priv- 

| ilege enjoyed by members of Congress should be 


| 
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his own State 
the fact that the : 
the most anxious consideration to the questions 

of reform submitted to it, he was willing to try | 


Legislature on this subject, and to 
ost Office Committee had given 


It would have onead- | 


| 


eriment proposed. 
- ee thato ales the Representatives of the 
ple from the suspicion of abusing the franking 
rivilege- He never had regarded it as a per- 
sonal privilege, but as one publicly advantageous, 
and principally to the people themselves. He 
was almost willing to go with the Senator from 
ew Yorkin doing away with the personal priv- 
‘oe altogether; yet he hesitated at going so far 
at present, and thought it the safest way to ac- 
quiesce in the experiment proposed by the com- 
e. 
rr. HUGER calculated that, as the number of 
stamps proposed to the members of Congress was 
estimated to amount to fifty cents per day for 
each member, this, for three hundred and sixty- 
fve days, would come to $180 a year for each || 
member, and multiply that amount by the whole || 
number of members, the value of the privilege | 
altogether would be over $46,000. 

Mr. MERRICK observed that the estimate of 
the committee was, that the letter correspondence 
of members of Congress would not exceed 

000. But the bill proposes a much greater 
saving than that on letters, by taking away the 
yast amount of other mail matter franked by 
members of Congress at present. 

Mr. HUGER asked what was the whole ex- 

nse of the privilege now enjoyed by members 
of Congress? 

Mr. MERRICK explained that there was great 
jificulty in ascertaining the whole expense. 

Mr. HAYWOOD observed that he had no in- 
ention of offending the chairman of the Post 
Office Committee by the allusions he had made to 
the position in which members of Congress would 
be placed of asking passes from the Postmaster 
General. He objected to any mode of ne 
in relation to the franking privilege which would 
have the effect of sustaining impressions that they 
abused their privilege. As to the proposed reform- 
auon, as he understood it, the proposition was to 
giveacertain privilege, calculated at $182 50 to 
each member, for transmitting, and of course as 
much more for receiving, communications—mak- 
ing, together, $365 for each. It would be giving 
a privilege amounting, all things considered, to 
$100,000, in place of what is now estimated at 
931,000! He pointed out the temptation that 
would be given by the proposed arrangement to 
charges being instituted against members of Con- 
gress of turning this privilege into a means of 
profit. He was not tenacious of retaining the 
present privilege;,but if it was to be given up, he 
wished 1t to be done with some grace. If the 
privilege is abused, let the law be taken as it ex- 
ists, and let it be corrected. He urged strong 
objections against legislating on so important a 
branch of the public service in the absence of full 
information, and directly contrary to the known 
sentiments of the head of the Department. It 
was at least due to the station of the Postmaster 
Geceral, if not to himself, to call for his opinion 
and report on the subject. 

Mr. MERRICK replied that the criterion of 
the value of the franking privilege, as it exists, 
was taken from an account kept in October, a sea- 
son when Congress was notin session; butit was 
probable, if the account had been taken when Con- 
gress was in full session, it would be found that 
itty or sixty thousand dollars would not be too 
niuch to estimate the expense of the present letter 
postage correspondence. He also made some fur- 
ther explanations, relative to the other mail mat- 
ter now franked by members. 

Mr. McDUFFIE observed that the Senate was 
not prepared, in the absence of proper informa- 
ton, and in the absence of the views of the head 
ofthe Department, for proceeding with this bill. 

~ should therefore move its indefinite postpone- 
ent, 

Mr. MERRICK called for the yeas and nays. 

Mr. BUCHANAN observed that the motion 
of the Senator from South Carolina was, in his 
opinion, premature. He wished to ascertain how 
the franking privilege could be regulated before | 
he was prepared to vote upon the bill. If it was 
to continue as it had been—a source of abuse; 
offensive to the whole country—he would vote for 
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| the consideration of the bill providing a uniform | 








the indefinite postponement. At present, he could | 
not vote for the Senator’s motion. 
Mr. McDUFFIE withdrew his motion. 
On motion of Mr. FOSTER, the Senate then | 
adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
‘Turspay, April 16, 1544. 

The Journal of yesterday was read and approved. 
The SPEAKER announced the first eaibaat 
in order to be the call for reports from committees. 
Mr. CRANSTON asked and obtained leave 
to present a protest of the legislature of the State 
of Rhode Island and Providence Plantations 
against the right of Congress, or of either House, 
to inquire into the question whether the constitu- 
tion adopted by that State in November, 1842, is | 

or is not the legal constitution of that State. 
Mr. DUNCAN moved that the House resume 


time for holding the election of electors for Pres- 
ident and Vice President of the United States. 
The SPEAKER observed that the motion was 


| not In order. -- 


Mr. DUNCAN said he thought it was always 
in order—the bill having been made the special 
order of the day for a particular day now past. 


The SPEAKER observed that it had been made | 


the special order for one day only; and that day 
being past, the bill took its place in the regular 
order of business upon the Speaker’s table. 

Mr. DUNCAN then amet a suspension of the 


rules for the purpose of taking up that bill; and | 
called for the yeas and _—— which were ordered: | 
and, being taken, resulted—yeas 71, nays 68; as | 


follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Adams, Anderson, Baker, Belser, Bid- 


lack, James Black, James A. Black, Blackwell, Boyd, | 


Brodhead, William J. Brown, Burke, Caldwell, Cary, Cat- 
lin, Clingman, Cullom, Dana, John W. Davis, Dromgoole, 
Duncan, Dunlap, Ellis, Elmer, Farlee, Ficklin, French, 
Giddings, Hale, Hamlin, Herrick, Hubard, Hughes, Hun- 


gertord, George W. Jones, Andrew Kennedy, Preston King, | 


Labranche, McConnell, McDowell, McKay, Mathews, 


Murphy, Norris, Owen, Payne, Pettit, Elisha R. Potter, | 
Emery D. Potter, Pratt, Purdy, Rathbun, Reding, Ritter, 


Roberts, Robinson, Simons, John ‘T. Smith, Robert Smith, 
Spence, Steenrod, Stetson, Stone, Strong, ‘Taylor, Tucker, 


Weller, Wentworth, Wheaton, Woodward, Joseph A. | 


Wright, and Yost—71. 

NAYS—Messrs. Ashe, Barringer, Barnard, Benton, Bren- 
gle, Jacob Brinkerhoff, Jeremiah Brown, Burt, Causin, 
Clinch, Collamer, Cranston, Daniel, Garrett Davis, Richard 
D. Davis, Deberry, Dellet, Dickey, Foot, Byram Green, 


Grinnell, Grider, Haralson, Harper, Houston, Hudson, || 


Washington Hunt, Joseph R. Ingersoll, Irvin, Jenks, Cave 
Johnson, Perley B. Johitson, John P. Kennedy, Daniel P. 
King, Lewis, McClernand, Melivaine, Marsh, Edward J. 
Morris, Newton, Parmenter, Patterson, Peyton, Phenix, 
Preston Ramsey, Charles M. Reed, David S. Reid, Rock- 
well, Rodn:y, Rogers, Sample, Senter, Severance, David 
L. Seymour, Albert Smith, Thomas Smith, Stephens, 
Thomasson, Thompson, Tibbatts, Vance, Vanmeter, Weth- 
—e White, Williams, Winthrop, and William Wright 
8. 


So the rules were not suspended. 
RHODE ISLAND AFFAIRS. 


Mr. BURKE remarked that he observed, on 
examining the paper presented by the gentleman 
from Rhode Island, (Mr. CRaNsTON,] that some- 
thing had been added to the resolutions of the 
Legislature of that State; some matter apparently 
cut from a newspaper had been attached. He 
desired to inquire of the gentleman from Rhode 
Island whether this paper had any connection 
with the resolution, and whether it had been at- 
tached by him? 

Mr. CRANSTON replied that the gentleman 
might himself judge as to the connection there 


was between them; and as for the fact of attach- | 





ing the 
Mr. 
this discussion was in order. 
The SPEAKER observed that it was not, ex- 
cept by general consent. 
| r. BURKE said he considered it a privileged 
question. 
Mr. WELLER said he desired to make a privi- 
leged motion. The paper had been laid on the 
| table, and ordered to be printed, and the question 


aper. 





had been taken without debate. He now moved 
a reconsideration of the vote. 
Mr. CAUSIN inquired whether this question 
was debatable. 
| The SPEAKER replied that the mution to re- 
consider the vote by which the printing was 
ordered would be debatable. 


GLOBE. _ 


HITE interposed to inquire whether | 
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_ Mr. POTTER rose to make some observation. 
Mr. HUDSON remarked that the ‘standing 
committees ’’ that occupied the body of the House, 
yvrevented anything being heard where he sat. 
lLeuchee,] ; 
The SPEAKER called the House to order. 
Mr. POTTER then, proceeded to make some 
observations; but not a single word could be 
heard at the reporter’s desk. 
Mr. McCLERNAND rose to say that he had 
examined the protest in question, and that he had 
been more than ek ate to find that the protest 
was accompanied with several papers which had 
no proper or legitimate connection with it. 
| The protest, as he understood it, contained a 
| denial of thé right of this House to inquire into 
the late proceedings of a portion—a minority—of 
the people of Rhode Island to suppress a consti- 

| tution adopted by a majority of the people of that 
State; for this was the true question, putting out 
of view for the present the alleged interference of 
the President in aid of that object. It was not his 
purpose to deny the authority of the Legislature 
of Rhode Island respectfully to invite the atten- 
tion of this House to the question of jurisdiction 
involved. 

But it was his purpose now to inquire by what 
authority the protest had been accompanied by 
certain irrelevant and spurious papers—one cast- 
ing injurious reflections upon this House, and 
another criminating a portion of the citizens of 
Rhode Island, who are not here to defend them- 
selves? 

The gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. Cran- 
sTON] had presented what he said was a protest 

|| adopted by the Legislature of his State. The 
|, House, supposing that the paper was in fact a pro- 
| test, and nothing more, had ordered it to be laid 
| upon the table, and to be printed. But he had 
|| gone to the Clerk’s aioanl examined the paper. 
| He found, upon such examination, that there were 
| several newspaper scraps attached to the protest; 
one of which purported to be a communication 
from the Governor to the Legislature of Rhode 
Island, which, in its terms, grossly reflected upon 
this House and its action. ‘There was also an- 
other newspaper scrap attached to the protest, 
purporting to be a series of resolutions condemna- 
| tory of the conduct of certain citizens of that State. 
| These newspaper scraps had been just attached 
_ to the protest, for the wafers by which they were 
attached were yet wet: at least so he thought from 
|| a eareful inspection of the paper. These papers 
| were no part of the protest; they were attached 
|| here without the authority of the Legislature of 
| Rhode Island. 
He could not but characterize the proceeding as 
| a forgery in fact—an interpolation of spurious mat- 
ter in the authentic acts of the Legislature of a 
| State. He would not charge any criminal intent 
|| upon any gentleman, yet the interpolation was no 
|| lessa forgery infact. He believed that the House 
| hal been induced to order the paper to be printed 
| under a misapprehension of what they were doing. 
He therefore hoped the vote taken would be recon- 
| sidered. 
| 





|| Mr. WHITE inquired how the Journal stood. 

The Clerk explained. 

Mr. WHITE said the gentleman from Rhode 
| Island had submitted a distinct proposition to la 
|| on the table a specific paper, and print it, and it 
was the duty of the Clerk to have taken down 
| that proposition; and if the Clerk had done so, 
|| there could have arisen no difficulty. The paper 
| presented and ordered to be printed was a protest 
of the Legislature of Rhode Island, and the 

Printers to this House would have no right to 
print anything else; and hence there was no ne- 
| cessity for these charges of fraud and forgery and 
| imposition on this House. 
i Mr. BURKE remarked that it seemed the paper 
|| attached to the proceedings of the Legislature of 
\| Rhode Island had no business there, qr 
|| the admission of the gentleman from Kentucky. 
Mr. WHITE remarked that he only said the 
|| House could not be imposed apes if the officers 
| of the House did their duty. ith what motive 
| the other paper had been attached to the protest 
| of the Legislature of Rhode Island, it did not be- 

come him to say. All he desired to say was, that 
| if the officers of the House did their duty, there 
|| could be no smugglin 
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TER made some conversational observations, 
which were wholly inaudible to the reporters. 
The Clerk, at the request of several gentlemen, 
read the indorsement of the paper presented by 
the gentleman from Rhode Eland, (Mr. Cran- 
sTON,} as given above. 
Mr. WHITE observed that that was what the 


| 


House had ordered to be printed; and though | 


other 
could be done to the country. 

Mr. PAYNE said the gentleman from Ken- 
tucky had broached novel doctrines on this floor. 
He, however, did not admit that either the Clerk 
of the House or the Printers of the House had the 
power to judge and decide what should and what 
should not be printed by the House. It appeared 
to him that it was the duty of the Clerk to cause 
to be printed, andwf the Printers to print, any 


apers accompanied that paper, no injury | 










| desire to do so. 

| Mr. CAUSLN was proceeding to address the 
House, when 

| Mr. PAYNE said he had 

Mr. CAUSIN replied thi 

| to be decided. He had the floor on the motion 
of the gentleman from Ohio to reconsider the vote 
by which the proceedings of the Legislatur. of 

| Rhode Island were laid on the table and ordered 
to be es and he only — to gentlemen 
to make explanations; but he never intended to 

| yield his right to the floor. 

| Mr. PAYNE said he had had the floo. ad 

_ had made half of his speech. 

Mr. CAUSIN said the gentleman should not 


floor. 


gat was the point | 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Mr. POTTER, of Rhode Island, intimated his || before Congress—neither more 








| 
| 


| 
| 


‘ 


|, have had the floor, without some right to it, had | 


po which the House ordered to be printed; but | 


ow would the Printers know that a portion of a |; 


document sent to them had not been ordered to 
be printed? 


A paper was sent to the Printers || 


under the certificate of the Clerk of the House; | 


and there surely could be no circumstances under 


j 


which the Printers would be authorized to strike | 


out any portion of such document—not even a 
word or a syllable of a paper adjudged by the 


he not supposed that the gentleman from Ala- 
bama was but following in the steps of others. 
After sqme further conversation, 
| Mr. CAUSIN yielded. 
Mr. PAYNE said he had but little more to add. 


He had supposed, however, that there was a mo- | the motion to reconsider. 


| tive for attaching that printed paper to the pro- 
ceedings of the Legislature of Rhode Island; and 
| it now turned out, as he anticipated, that it was 
to have that paper printed—not by order of this 


House to be printed. The doctrine of the gentle- || House, not by a vote of this House, but by its 


man from Kentucky was at least a novel one, and 
if it were carried into practice it would put the 


| 


being attached to a paper the printing of which 
the Boute had ordered. He did not wish to speak 


whole proceedings of the House under the control || in harsh terms of the course which had been pur- 


of the Clerk and the Public Printer. 
But there was another inguiry to be made. 


What was the motive which induced the attach- || 


ing of that paper to the proceedings of the Legis- 
lature of Rhode Island? What was the motive? 
Was it done without motive ? 

Mr. WHITE said the gentleman from Rhode 
Island [Mr. Cranston) hed been some time at- 
tempting to get the floor, that he might exculpate 
himself from all blame, and to state that he did 
not attach the paper, but that the responsibility 
was taken by Ss colleague, [Mr. Porrer.]} 

Mr. CAUSIN inquired what the question was 
then before the House. 

Mr. BURKE asked the gentleman from Rhode 
island [Mr. Cranston] if, when he asked that 
gentleman how that paper became attached to the 

roceedings of the Legislature of Rhode Island, 

e did not refuse to answer? 

Mr. CRANSTON was understood to say that 
he had misunderstood the question of the gentle- 
man from New Hampshire. He was then under- 
stood to say, (but he was very indistinctly heard, ) 
that his colleague came to his seat when he rose 
to present those proceedings of the Legislature of 
Rhode Island to the House, and said: ‘‘I will 
attach the message of the Governor and the res- 
olutions to this paper, so that we may get them 
all printed together.’’ 
**Oh!’’} Anxiously desirous to discharge his 
duty by the presentation of the proceedings of the 
Legislature of Rhode Island, which he had had a 
fortnight in his desk, he had no time for reflec- 
tion. The paper which he presented he had in- 
dorsed as the Clerk read it before the printed 
matter was attached; and if he had had a moment 
for reflection, after his colleague proposed to attach 
that paper, he should have suggested the propri- 
ety of detaching it, for he would not have pre- 
sented the documents together. He saw, from 
the question put by the gentleman from New 
Hampshire, that he was in error. 

Mr. BURKE asked the gentleman from Rhode 
Island if, when he asked expressly whether the 
gentleman from Rhode Island [Mr. Cranston] 
attached those papers, he did not refuse to answer? 

Mr. POTTER explained; but he speaks uni- 
formly in a whisper, and is, consequently, inau- 
dible. It was understood that he confirmed the 
statement of his colleague in relation to his having 
stated his intention to attach the paper, that they 
might be printed together. 

fier an observation from Mr, DICKINSON, 
to which Mr, POTTER replied, 


| 
| 
| 





| 


| 
} 


| 
| 





| 


! 


sued; but he would say that it was highly im- 

roper. It was a course which ought never to 
Sere been adopted, and a course which, if toler- 
ated by this House, would lead to extremes which 
could not be conceived. 

But, now, what became of the apology of the 
gentleman from Kentucky, [Mr. Waire?] He 
| said the intention had not been to have that paper 
| printed. If he did not use that expression, such 

was the plain and palpable inference which it con- 
veyed. 

r. WHITE explained. The gentleman from 
Alabama had misunderstood him. He had not 
said that the intention was not to print. He had 

| not said what was the object; but he said if the 
Clerk did his duty, the paper would not be printed. 





| Mr. PAYNE said he had submitted his re- 
| marks about the Clerk and the Printer, and he 
would now add, that it was very obvious there 
was a paper there which ought never to have been 
there; a paper which the House had not ordered 
| to be printed, and which, if printed, would be 
| done by a fraud on this House, and on those who 
| were beyond the bar of this House. These were 
| some of the reasons why the motion shouid be 
| reconsidered, and the printing refused; and he 
| hoped the motion to reconsider would prevail. 
r. POTTER withdrew the papers which he 





[Cries of “* Oh!’’ **Oh!’’ | had attached to the resolutions of the Legislature 


| of Rhode Island. 

| Mr. CAUSIN recapitulated the proceedings 

| which had heretofore taken place in relation to 
the affairs of Rhode Island, and then proceeded 
to discuss the merits of the subject in contro- 

| versy. 

| Mr. BURKE asked if it was in order to discuss 

the merits of the memorial on a question of re- 

| consideration? 

| Mr. CAUSIN said the merits were necessary 

| to show that this memorial should be printed. 

| Mr. BURKE raised a question of order on the 

| point stated; but, after some conversation, 

| Mr. CAUSIN reiterated his statement of the 

facts of the case, and then proceeded: The very 

gist of all the complaints made to this House 
was, that they had not succeeded in imposin 

| upon the people of Rhode Island what was calle 

| the Dorr constitution, They came here demand- 

ing that Congress should interpose its authority, 

and exercise an arbitrary power, in enforcing 

| upon the people a certain constitution, whether 

| they desire it or not. 

| Mr. C. JOHNSON desired the Speaker to re- 

| quire the gentleman from Maryland to confine 





Mr. DROMGOOLE called the whole House to | himself to the question before the House; and, 


order, 
sation in the body of the Hall.] 


| 
| 


(The members were speaking in conver- | after some discussion upon the question of order, 


| in which Messrs. C. JOHNSON, HALE, CAU- 


Mr. POTTER continued; but, as usual, he was SIN, HOUSTON, and WHITE participated, 


wholly inaudible. 
Mr. WHITE suggested to the gentleman from 


| 
| 


| Mr. CAUSIN was permitted to proceed with 


i 


the general discussion of the subject of the Rhode 


Rhode Island to withdraw the paper which he had || Island constitution. He regarded itas one of the 


attached. 


i 


/ most important questions that could be brought 


| 





| 


| 


| 
| 


— of war or peace; and if war should ae 


the Constitution of the 











nor less th 









e whole Union would be convulsed to it 


’ 
8 
He contended that Con Center, 


ss had no right 7 
nited States, . ha, 










with the internal policy of the State 

Island as they en molisited to do. Thetode aru C 
not asked to repel an invasion or to quell ay ; ow 
surrection, but to incite rebellion a resistanns discretion 
to the legally organized powers within that jon documen 
—to excite the people to seenes of domestic vig. s he “ 
lence. He thought this House should subjects | 
and look around them, and see what they we transact 
about to do. ns the previ 


He continued the discussion of the broad ques. M 


tion through his allotted hour, -Lerrupted oceg, ster 
sionally by explanations from Messrs. Payyp sideratlo 
McC.ernanp, and others. ’ direct th 


Mr. STEENROD said he understood the gene or 
tleman from Rhode Island was willing to with. nint 
draw the objectionable paper; and he hoped, there. he de 


fore, the gentleman from Ohio would withdraw onded, 2 
pu. 

Mr. WELLER said the protest was notsi The q 
by the Governor of Rhode Island, and ma the affir 
other respects irregular; and therefore it should ro 
not have been presented to this House, He could append 


not, consequently, withdraw his motion, The ¢ 
Mr. STEENROD then (being desirous to get tions on 


rid of the subject) moved the previous question a divist 
Mr. DROMGOOLE appealed to the gentleman being fi 
from Virginia to withdraw the previous question, cided Wn 
They had had so much eloquence about charters On ¥ 
and rights, that they had pretty much lost sight for = 
of the question before them. He understood a onl he 
paper had been presented there, consisting of two o> 
pieces tacked together, but all covered by a gen. mw i 


eral indorsement by a member of this House; So th 
and a motion had passed to print, under which wh 
the Clerk had no power to disconnect them, , 


Doubts having arisen, as he understood, whether peers 
the papers were properly presented, a motion had “< a 
been made to reconsider the vote by which the 7 
printing was ordered. The motion was a com- Seal 
pound motion, (to lie on the table and to print,) ne Ls 
which he, with deference to the Chair, held was Rte 
not a debatable motion; but debate had been per- sas : 
mitted, and he would observe that the only mode a 


of getting out of the difficulty into which the 
House found itself, and in which the member 
presenting the paper was involved—he meant to 
express no censure on anybody—was to recon- 
sider the vote by which the paper was laid onthe 
table and ordered to be printed. When that vote 
was reconsidered, the motion would again recur 
to lay on the table and print; which could then be 
divided under the rules of the House, or the gen- 
tleman presenting it might withdraw the paper, 
which he had indicated his intention to do, He 
was glad to hear the gentleman from Rhode Island 
{[Mr. Cranston] say that, if he had had time for 
reflection—if he had had what a gentleman to 
whom some of them there were attached called 
the *‘ sober second thought’’—he would not have 
presented the paper. He understood a slip from 
a newspaper was attached to the document pre- 
sented; but that surely did not belong to it: w 
they received the proceedings of a sovereign State 
they must come to this House properly authen- 
ticated, and not in a slip from a newspaper, on 
which he understood from his friend from Mary- 
land, {Mr. Kennepy,] there were several adver- 
tisements. [Laughter.]} 

He hed no particular desire for exposing the 
gentlemen on account of any impropriety, if there 





was any. He had no desire to charge upon them N 
any design to trick the House, however much it que 
might appear upon the face of the transaction, 00 " tabl 
the first blush, to be so designed. He hoped the 0 
House would agree to reconsider the vote, and to den 
go back to the point whence they started—where sult 
maeenes was first presented. . 
r. M. BROWN said it appeared to him that 


the order to print obviously included nothing ex } 
cept that to which there could be no objection. mo 
He most heartily agreed that, if the design of the An 
gentlemen was to impose upon the House, they obt 
should receive the censure of the House; but he am 
could perceive no such design. He submitted " 
fav 

" 

orc 

sul 








whether the reconsideration was not altogether 
unnecegsary. . 

Mr. WELLER contended that the reconsid- 
eration was necessary, because the Cierk had no 


subjects 
transaculo 


sideratio 
direct th 
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